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pol ogizing fe for the, ‘Authors ong fitenee: 


Hough’i it bath me yy 11 thefe by spend yeares often “to my 
y . weak conceptions in print to the eyes of the cenſorious world : yer I 


clinationfrom. fuck publick: appearances, and making of any noyfe 
with my voice or pen, in this an rumultuaus 


as. 


* The ſenſe o fm the filence I knew’ 
a 


y parts. and abilities much fitter for public bing, the 77501 neſſe, or rather the 
leting of the moſt, the: weightineffe of my daily charge, that 
permits me by-time, the. lamentable pofture wherein the heavy indignation of 


God God hath pus all my publick-relations, fome fadwifitations alſo in m oven family, ma 


bs hp on an obftinate filence for t he fare at leaft while this dangerous and evil 


di of Amos 1. did oft occurre ¶ thereſore the prudent fhall keep 
time, for it is an euill time] alſo that commarid of the Lord, Eſay 26. 


— hon into thy chambers and ſbut thy doors about thy ait | 


were for A little moment, untill the indignation he ove 
Who woud, not nom keep clofe within the doors: of 


felves with cords to the hm ? Whiegracious {pirit will not nom ſind it 


prudence to their eyes fo God, anil their cares attentive to his 


their auice jo (pent in ut the throne his grace, in ſome meafure rd be 
deaf and dumb, yea dead to all that ix done or 8 11 in the world abroad, without 
the Lord, their ſweet habitation and fafe dwelling 
the other year Richard Watſon was to fig me, in his Aco- 
need at the Hague, by the formall title of 2 Schilnasrics|and-feditious revi- 
i ot Father in God the Lord Bithop- of Derrie his book's: And poure’ 
okt upon me by name, all the venome and gail which ‘ 
well able to vent in 0. Pagen: though. the goodneſſe and wiſdome ‘of miſt noble 


Prince flould not. haue fuppeelfed on bis Highneffe wat pleafed carefilly to'do, fo 


a firebrand, yet It sag refolution to have poſſeſt my ‘foul in patience , - and tob 


| we to my fhoulder that book of mine ad verſary, as a crown, without return of one 


* fo malicious a man, who had overwbelmed me with a vod of reproaches, for no 


the wmioft malignant 


—— — - 


and others with me know my great e and conſtant diſ in-. 
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Conte 


Tus Patracs. 
canfe-at all but my fober and true defence of the 
| 


three 


in his intereft alone 

8 thi of Thad run through the body of 

Ar. Cottons wer, fo much unſat bance therein appeared 

my mind, that F wat cnren 1 the whole zmtter to am ine 

telligent and im 
Towards t 


yea with 
avowes bimfelf to 


pectus cedere inefeyj 


tit nee 
while I am in thefe 
indeed hath broken all the bonds efolved is 
Fence out of all my 
as patient enoyg 
Ag. endures fecy 
cximinatiant. But 


Bu Mr. Tonbes did preffe 
printed proces of a 


enerall y e Superiours 
be I do open 


77 


in the firft 
e againſt me, 7 
bath, and ever bath 


Hebe Parkaments of 
nongh oppofition to part Diltwatiwe bad fallen in my | 2 
nid Silence was no thereby br 7 oa the foremensioned res fons., Ibad a par- 
ticular unwilingnelle to enter the lifts of ft with that reverent famowa, moſt able, 
| nine; an more bf it parts 
for of his 188. pages, 104. fall to ie alone) yet in all this but 4 very 
part of 4 Treatife is dealt with; the LR! of it is left untouched, though flat 
| : Mr. Tombes Againſt a few lines, at moft a very ſmall porrion » fearce one page of the 
| fecond part of 2 ¥85 uon my former grounds I gave him mo 
took bim , ot he now 
dena contention, who carried he pad 
SEIS dleſſe to thrigft’ ſel inte 
rabagem againft me, which 
drawn me alnift by 
ever he thought fit} au My. 
125 7 2 ame 
eeferrt to dlfiny Oppofites , And hear’ 
al differ betwixt me anil hm were cy » that with him T 
an adverfary, fo long as be thb S. 


— 


2 "oni my Title of Diffwafive from the 
me 145 rt Errors of the Time conſidered. 


not with Dr. 
BD wilkhave meto take what here I atm co deal with for 
Wad. arguments ofno leffe then feel, and that unſheabed 

and fhiming evident and unrepliable thundering and 


fulminating from she bend of a Champion for verity — 
od: and iamocency even of a mighty Gyantin Religion; but 
| my own Wries as 
12 — Saints 
readers, and te warp 
— — —— 


A Chapter: which nines my ti 

Mr. Cor ons Cottons ich examines not 

on ifallowes:, thar I reckon up Indé among the Erross 
of the time: mayb place de 


hate it; only U abe ir for: tos hard a cenfure, that 


@fdlndepend 
‘si ry to Cottons in | 
ſolid reafon.can be bs 


perickalleGon of 


pretty wit, but L tabe it for no Convincing argument 0 in onti ſpice of a 
books, fr — — the be 1 

muſt e conctiye to have darted the curfe of in * 

againſt the way of the reformed Churches to Independency? Surely oe 

muſt have a ſtrong credulity,whofe heart can ferve them to belecve ſach ſtrange afficr- 
tions. hands, that what ever may be faid in the New Teſla- 
. Jewes by divine inſtitution and command, 
National, whescia all the particular were ſubyect by d 
to the general and tof the Who had 


_¥ 
a 
Dr. 
tx traoriitant 
4 * 
. 
ol ions book wi(NOut SROWICCEC, at LOMC Mics Weil 
* 
4 
* 
4 
~ 
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| right * God to all within the of ehit National to » fland 


heir ſentencet Did Nowy intend in she | 
Gad CONST A 


at all; the commands and 
4 ? 

Bur ſetus conſider how Mv. his the chief renéts 
at Indepeadency are two; the firft about the qualification of Chutch-members, requires 
| no mote, but thar Chain, and Canaan; aud ſuch, may not dwell in the tents 


Anfwer.- Will Mr, Cotton indeed give us chit the 
Cb coriiers as Cham and Canaap are to beexcluded th 


by 8 ? iffo, our firſt and greareft controverly were fu 


. 


for none bf Plead for che member 
1 all ofus were of Mab, ‘the excommunication of 
lay ful faperiours, ſuould paffe on all fuch clearly Wicked and curfed children. 
Hut that which here is in debateh is a farre ot Ar rs 


Iyròve at 
len eh Diffwafive',: cap. G. will not 
allow She Shem or Faphe 
| ritable act in coveri — word of chat 


according to congreg iples;, 
beſide all thefe ioes, not only himſelt bee 
hoved to te them in of their ce and vagen t ſatiꝭfact i- 
chs deep enough at healt Me plurality of family neither 
Shenr not Iq beit wert to enter their Fathers rents; nor any of their children to 
in theit tents: This disinity as we take it; asi 
Voab, nor any of che bleſſod truths contained in his 
Corton s As for the fecond branch of the co ngrepaional tenet, touch 
sing juriſdiction and conſtraint, how doth Mr 
Noahs bletſingꝰ do Independents teach that ne mp. 
be conftrained without divide peciwafiom: in hi 1 
way of error, were the damn 
of he poli to joyn im Church with che Jewes; the Shed of pay 
— toleration of the times, much then many 
of the wilbayow in words that they do defend ? Shall Papiſts, 
Feamiliſts, Antinomians, and all ſuch be allowed by Noah and all other lawful ſupe- 
riot and Bele liberty to avo all theit damnable errors, till God 
rſwade their own miindes to acknowledge the truth? What erer Mt., Williams: 
ſuch like do print ani practiſe (of ſuch A. vaſt larvleſſe and, soleration, — 
pet we beleeved chat the Magiftrates and Duvines of New. England | and none more. 
a N had beti much of. the Presbyterian ſenſe in this, Article, 
Williams did 20 their tenets bloody and mere blody, and e- 
— tutots for pract iing according to our common and uncontroverted tenets. 
If Mt. Cotton do extend the divine perſwaem ol Fapherh do 
ini Shems cent a, unto the relinquishing ef Paganiſme, and of Chriſtian 
Religion, majaly in the matter of ductrine and worſhip, Which is clear genaine 
and confeſſed ſenſe of the prophecy but will \nbht point of Church-poverns 
/ ment alone: yet bow can any truth contained ia thefe, wards of Noah; 
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— 


7 As 
i 
* 
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| Naim Chach of uit Jener doth nat Japbeth ſtand for many Nations’ 
fame of him ſo for atthe National, Churches this day, at leaſſ in Europe: 
ſo chat tbe union in government of the Churchis of Jewes arid all Na- 
nana Chyrches, oné with anprher jy ¢a ef cuery particular Church im ont Nation with 
1 Church, were by voluntaty aflociation: does this conclutle that there can be 
nadiyint Rig juriſdic on af she whole over any particular parr i chat an 


menick Councel of the Church Catholick oi Jem and „that a Nati 
lemhly, or a Provincial a Nation, can have nt power. 
member of Hau Noah power to cait the Curtain 


any auf his children, excep: themſelves did 
ight not fatherly violence and and Aion 
228 ferines which beſate his dtathi wetx many millions, and Japheth alſo all 
within the of their om tents; their own. and government? can 
po be.<xcroifed wii huut the con ſent ef the delinquent party? 
particular congregation. here men have entered ot own free may 
whetho they with obnot:2: Bur why ſhbuld we toy in, the 
parts of a mewly deviled and groundleſſe Adjegery.?:fuch>derious and opick ar- 
land: ſcarce become the. of 


Tuid ever What Mr. Cyi ton obferyes in che end of the Chapter * 

‘| Independency the make Independency the moft dangerous error of the time, be- 
of cauſe the moſt of my bool is ſyent upon it , ihęre is n weight in 

L eſterm indetil Independency af error 


valent’ ef the 
2 3 — it felf a porter to 
let into the Churches all dthef errors; and ‘when they were let in, did lay dewn 


groumds for keepin g them in for ever, deſtroying all Fe€tual. means which have been 


pitches oninothiny in my Dedicatory Bois 


tle > nor in my Preface, where to he thinks fit:to Ciahy note ot diſlike. 


25 conclude hi of all 
no diſſent, nos expreſſes any contradiction. dito 
in 2. —-—„-— iturg 


many, 
and to have as great en 
$.. 


— — 
=e - 


2 12 : * — 5 
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1. 
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wer" 
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a ‘Bar chat which ia this Section is moſt inſiſtod upon, i 


rete Aa 


in Church and gage, ſſeſſe. Alſo En 
‘theirMonar chical Power aud the adjunction 
ion and in 
the Beclefialtick Semares, conſiſting of more civil 
cheſe fer up by the free will of the Prince, and d 
in their —— — 
them, in Acts either ot Ordination or Juriſc ion, fo fare as yet 


of the 


ing 
and returning again 
profound — the tranſmutation of 


Another vet remore and 

needed no proof at 5 the Brownifts were bor⸗ 

rowed from the Anabaptiſts, was demonftrated without argument 


— 


uſe to tare. 


numbers 


ifts 
20 — Anaba ptiſmie · — — 


iſts. 


* ee. — the Snow and Ice 

water ſobſtanoe which they 
were before; every — aſter 2 corruption „ uni 
ruptio: befide this, vvhatever a Corruption 2 — und — 


to — all his tenets of eee 


Sion is here, in 


mie 


* 4 4 ou 


gliſb Biſhops wae 
| 
A ye will except 
alone) the Dutch 
tert at all to aſſiſt 

have learned, 

make the Brewnift; 
on 1 — of Brow. 

| niſme with Anabaptiſme , did appear. by the frequent tranſition of the one to th 

Dat Bromni 

Hi defeended of Ana 
2 1 does pitch, which I bring but ex ſupe ai anti, the frequent 

tranfrion of 1 te. very Probabla: 
as (mow by nsealie 
WiC Hess not altered Need we in 
q od, and fer 
— immediately, whilts mediarely unto the elements, efpecially 
the carth, And ithe Lard cecated mans boc (gpernacurally out of the earch, 
— (ꝗ—ͤkk ——? !. —ͤ—— 


dees IL Sor dnd 


IT — — 1 


As 11 
che firſt ſeparate Miniſter, Mr. 


Seétion bir. Boltan is ſpoben Aid he was de Au hour off 


ration in England. Mr. Cotton tels me of à ſeparate conęrtgation ¢ 

re him out of the Regiftery 4. T rite 
terial to our qui ſtions: albeit it does mora pp cartrhatuhe congregation encoded in 
Whether Rolton 4 the Regiſter, was before Bolton , the: * year OF Belm 
felf murtherer wat ſeparation, is no where I know ex preſſed only’ Robinfon in m 
the rt Separarift 5 puts him in the beginning of Queen Elizabeth , — 


in Englands r. Cottons citation. from athe Regifter, makes the firft feparate 
ee: ae comsresetion to have been in the year fixty ſeven, which was the 
ninth of Elizaberhe for all which hire Catton ‘the Regifter , Bolton 


might well be the firſt Separatiſt in England. Albeit Intended no more but to 

him before Browns who had rhe firlt ſt inding; noted arid: con ſiderable ſepurate 

that of Boltons ſeten ao have been fe obfonie, and: quickly diſſubved , and he 

haye pleaded fo little for it, and nothing at all in print ,: thatthe got aot the honour 

(or rather difhonour): have the Separarifts called by his name he leſt to 

Brown his fucceflor; perchante more chen thirty ytares ſter his d eat. 


A, ſor the contregation in the Regiftery ſomt would:take it for the 


fame whereof Bolton! was the miſ header Bur hayihg! looked the. Reg ifter 
think it more likely ht the forenamed on newer any ol the 


ſepatation i was — — whi: ve ſuſel cond 
Piriſnh Chuech, hechuſe the liniſter was a known Papitt > belide this ; the thing 
troubled them was nor afer Service, bur the certmonies for they av] 
all their Service to have been the Book of Common Prayer of Geneva, which they 
ſull conſent Wie the Chinches° of Geneva ‘anid ho ate well knn to 
brye been al wayeb all. ſepatatſonc They declase their defre to · 
nue the Service they had in England, ducing tlie ian perſecutlon us for their ce 
lebrating of Sacramenis by thernſelves In private, the Regiftes mentidas no ſuch 
matter j It ſeems they were not fixed in any ſuch ic and if any thing of this: , 
kind hath been done by them, they have foon paſt from it 3 Sure ia all we r. 
in the Regiſter chere is n fooritep, of any fepasatitin 5e theſe xealous witriefles 

regiftred in dat book 
and the-great hammereri of don, a Bm 

row it to be ſer up j Curton him does teſtiße particularly ef Hil- 

Ble fai farther of Mr.Bolton the tft Minifter of Sopara~ 

f murther’ be any juſt tion, chat to the great dilgrace of that way, he had bange 
£ ejudice ire bimſelf. Vlg. Corton, which to me feems ftrange, will not 

feandallof it he teſtimony Mr. By x sant ton recan- 
ted his and after hanged him(elf, that be had done this from 
remorſe of conſcience for leaving his ſe 2 o Mr. Cotten will have his Sif 


nicate in their 


‘ 
* 
+ 
‘ 
t 
— 
we 
— 


* 
ſuppoſit ĩon were blaſphe mou 


| 


fons of all folldw. theſeparation are Mt. Cotton, antwers ‘ene of, 


ot sip ernods ant (chifine, cha inventor of the 


if was fo Ch n A. Brewfter ſayes got that Bolton recanted his ſeparati 60 
cantation and rbaugh he had fai yet Bp was no wayes Had 
| 

a ſcandal nde lilſſe te tie Cheiftian sn was that ſuch a 
— fallen out in the fi and — ſuch 
paration, 

and the only Mini it wor in that time, po and 4 fal 
murtber * blot which will ſtuck to it fox ever: ſor can any example 
Hany god 4 gracious 


0551 


Conferning Mr; Brown and Mr, Barrow. 
or 


the evill ſpirit which cvidenul 


314 OF 


1 che chird 1 
all his life is dat denied by 
Whether the Sepa?” 


ratiſtr be juſth 
led Brownilts," 


Mr. Brom 
only, he diſſents from my calling the Se- 
becaule be Jefethat and 


to this day che chief, 


tchoſe reaſons : and what he brings to the much with me. Misi 
Irvin left the way ob {Yparation, it did mot anſwer bis reaſons for ſe 


bis Apoſtaße temove the lack which: bis practice and ten 44 
lay inthe way of cheſe tote 


day have their neck upon that fends 
ſapluſtic reaſons, 
give the name 


upon that erdour and ichfine ever aſter h. ſtand, in 
it though che d o leave that fin, unleſe by con- 
fured the. he layd before, tiny do wall in cheſe eyill ways 

What toa en Elis, 
rh eauted himro be benged on she ac, 


whether it was Tower: Hill or Tyburn, I thal 


drum tis} 


bar 
tod eid bre ob 


the fourth SeQinn; be Spoken 0:1 brough 


became 
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871 
became thereof: the molt Mr. C 
does not gainiay; and what ia 0 ay 
| the qucftian, aft: and 
Brerxiſtt, whecher Ainfwerth emcommunicated 
‘init it males nothing 10 the point.efthe mulude of 


shat { Church, maren u ſbort ume them ever-bach been heard of 


fine principles , (to which he — to 

excommunicate —.— his de, When 
ngerous error and inſolently injurious therein: 

all who adhere to the contrary 2 and duty: eſpecially 


when the main excommunicate their 
Paftor and all their officers for much 2 then hele whereof en 


r. Cotton the rie of Mr Ainfworth, 143 expresfly grant to 
aa. fair giftsas appeared in the way of ſeparation, Nei- 
ther would conteſt any mans guce ot ſal ation who 
lad any ſuſleinable arguments therefore as the batte of humane charitie: Yet can 
I not ta witmefie with Mr, Cotton the made ſty and of Me, 
worths {pirit, who all his life: time was well kmowne to have been «he head ni the 


following and — way and writs of that moſt 
exceflively bitter ed man Mr. Barrow more then any rigidity 
his coll from whom he — fcr his relenting but 


branch 
his feymer 


errour, 
? ealed: to 
his t ine. 0 an 
bio his particular may not that be 


in Mc, Pagets errour ? that above 


from an Englith 
parat and ; thirdly fro 
4 


kind of feparation : For how- 


Spray, 


was che head of it, 


in the — — 
the Lord according 


the man who by his 


fad, himſeli being. a member of chat unhepyy Church before laſt breach alle 
fram Page 
herein I will nc 
cleave as fait as 
he findes chem 
) 3 rigidity, and in 
awhbich concetnes Church ſellowihip, had tun ba wre of 


by Jobnf fot his May him, even’ co che lencing and keeping quiet of ha 
The viſibilitie 
on Ainfwortbe. met material: what principally 


Accuracy in exami- 
ning ſeme parts of 
boote. 1 ome 
ats aGed his tra 


after Ainſwort is company two elders, Lachuſe and 

of Gods hand I intended, it not 
ſtioned, the vifibilitie of Gods hand on that congregation 

which had made fo much tumultuous noiſe in the world by its aſt tent, the one half 


with its Paſtor Job ſon getting out of Amſterdam to Emdene, and there evaniſhing to 


juſt nothing; the other half with ics Doclor Ainſworth abiding in Amfterdam, and af · 
ter Ain ſworths deatk being fo ſhaken with new diviſions, that for many yeas hey 
could come io no ſacrament, to no miniſter, to no officer, for labouring in the word. 


—— — — — — — 
. 
4 1 4 


Mr. Smithand Mr,Robinfs 
1 T is well that Mr. Cotton has nothing to contradi@ in 
1 thefe fearfull paſſages, and that terrible tragedy of Smyth, 

Mafter nf the lect in hand, the moſt * worſt whereof 
from the mouth of eminent Dofor: Twiffe.. As for the 
of Holland in which that miſerable and exemplary‘ Apo - 


. 


Mr. Cotton 


great 


whether Ley as I was informed, ot Amfterdam, as Mr. Cotton, 
it makes no father to the point then this, that Mr. Cotton bas been ſo caréfull as 


poſſible to inform himfelf of every paſſage of my booke, that where it can be done he 
may not fail to me, Were it in the and moft inconfiderable circum’ 


obſervations of M. Robinfon are all rather confirmed by 


fires what I fay Nr. Cotron then in any ching weakned That for 4 time he was 


of Mr. Robihfon- Peime and cheif leader to che moſt rigid ſepatation, ix is not de- 


nied, neither can it be, fo long as his apology and juſtification 


are viſible. That he fell off ut laſt from the one halt of that way, Vir. Cotton helps me 
too prove it and more z adding not only his readities to cemmunicate with the Dutch, 
French, and Scottifh churches, bus alfo his diſcleiming of ſeparation from the church 
A Exland in its worſt times t and that all he ſtucke at was the commen Liturgy, 


the holy table by ignorant and ſcandalous 


tants z all which the aſſembly and Parliament at Weſtminſter had lolemnly removed. 


. independents: - This to me and many more his been oft a matter of griefe and 


marvellous uari- admiration vat it mig ht be which theſe by gone yearcs has 
in them’ of che congregationall way ( contrary to thefe pro- 

aratip „ or 2 ) trom all reall <conam union either ith the Eng- 
Tepe ot any other of the Reformed churches, 1 


r. Nbinſon came to be willing to communicate With the moſt of the 1eformed 
cſhuunches, yea: with the church of England it ſelf in many things before its late refor- 


mation, and fo. did come back from his rigid {chifme to aSemi ſepatatiſme, and as Mr 


haut ir, to a far 


4 
* 


— 


2 
i 
{ * 
= 
8 
* 
: 
wii 
} 1 , pinjon icrepled for à full communion with the Church o 
os 2 
: 


from all feparation, on of hat reforthation which M. Cotton grants to be 
now by the grace of God truly performed. Why then do the Independents not onhy 
fland yet (as profeſſe in their Apology) at Robinfons old Semi ſeparatiſme, but 
come back to Ainſworths full ſeparation, yea tunne bey ond it (if we may ſo ſpeak) to a 
ſeſqui · ſeparation, holding up peremptorily a moft rigid ſeparation from all the Chur- 
ches of Brittain in their practice, what ever they {peak in their words and tits, though 
all that ftumbled the mof? rath of the old Separatifts be fully removed out of the way? 

What in the end of this Section is 2 of the truth, antiquity, and innocency of 
Independency wichout all proof, not in this place to be taken in any debate. 


. 
— 


The Independents contempt of the Bremniſts. 
ne IN che laſt Section of this chapter Mr. Cotton does mixe bis 
ink with a little vinegar, to-which my reply thall be but foft. 
He fayes it is a walking after the flethy it is a {chifme anda 


manifeft fruit of the ficth, it is a ſetting of variance among bre- 
thren, to nick-mame Independents with the name of Brownifts, 


fincethey neither in whole nor part rot sre of Brownes ſchiſme. Anſ. It is no fruit 


of the fleſh, but a very ordinary and juſt practice of Chriftians in all ages, to ſtyle 


erroneous people after the name of the principal Authour of their errors, wherein 


we have elch Ghoſt for a precedent. Revel. 24 cap. v. 6, . 

bat the ſingularit ies of the Independents were invented and ſpread abroad to the 

world by Brown , I have eſſayed to b by a great multitude of clear ceftimonies in 
ſecond and Gx Chapters, to which not a word of reply is yet by any returned. 


That Brown did feparate from the Church, and the Independents from the world, I 


ve the contrary by many teftimonies$ the moſt rigid Brownifts profefling their 
tion from no Church at all, bat alone from the viſible corruptions of fome 
3 and the mof eminent of the In ſeparat ing really from all, 


C 


even the beſt Churches of the world, not of theit own way, though clearly purged 


* 


from all thar the Brownifts ſtunbled at as corruptions, As for Browns return from 


his evil way, it was his peaife; not his blame: Is there any reaſon why the followers 


of his way when it was worſt, fhould want the infamy of his name, fince his return 


did not cure the miſchief which the ſpirit of error did by bes tongue and pen begin, 


I Eftiall grant it is an‘unjuft and un calumny 


and te this day 


continues, though the man be dead and gon — 
in all who have ‘imputed any 
ogiſts, when not by bare denials , but 


part of Brownifme vo M. Cotton or the Apo 


reall deed they have put off themfelves that’ afperfion 3 and though their by. paſt 
practiſes I count undefenfible, vet no man fhall be more glad then I to fee by future 
_ amendments, the grounds of all impurations of that kind wiped clean away. 


Whether Independents What I fpake of the Independents contempi of tbe Brow- 


a 


was, that che dadependents reproofes were fuch, as the Bromniſti could nor but take 


have written contus mifts way, and of their contumelious ſpeeches thereof, did 


ji not i con of their perſons, ‘or that any of 
tine and juſt réptoofes „ fo well 
on Scripture as might be: But my meaning only 


fot the concenipes and contumelies which any gra ve adverfarits — 


~~ 


- 


“a> 


——ñ— — — 
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of min, n 
to God, to which none ſhould pra "fers bla 
Apo God had never 


weh of grace. Dif]. cap, ; · What wil be 


11. 


„„ Cottons third Cha r conſidered touching the Origi 8 


75 2. Co ene 
of my book, 


Mort 


that Sollowess the number of cleven 
been at che pus of ſo 

leaft of my fixe 
would have been 

14 fe good ſatisfaction a8 to hit 


> — 
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— been preſaebed by 

way » as cuer I con 
rr 

un juſt 
ile, the more un juſt 
DI vine will not! 


„ bei 


| cre altogether 
to be of the 
m. God nor 
i Cbriſt, nor 
either wah 
| poy Brownifts 
; | | ond Gi er is wholly paſt Over, which yet 
was_ef more concernment to have been eXainined 
A; confitts but of one ſhert and a 
docs pend the moſt of all 
large ſbeets, If Mr. Catton’ might 
cnammation of all the reſt (at 
dacteime of the 
principally is objcéted + ould 


reg atic 


Cir] 


ber be Concerning the „N Was tien 
Indepe ud that for god gepved a at length 
Chapt to wich hee 
MNlaſter Cotton his contrary umentation i ‘Hor bete 
cy mrea tere freighter feighter then all cheir reniers, yet if it fidy dendtite their pꝛinctpal 

„ and that whidh they uſe to glory inive 
he ftyle for all its ſtrictneſſe may well paffe current Cod “ahd rend 


ble language: “he Ais for the largenelle of it, acknowledge the truth of M. Cottons 


all aſſertion, that the Antinomians, Seekers and all the 


Sects, do avow themſelves Independents; this all the world lo 
Sells know be con u; This peinsiple of 
legge is truly * band that joynes all theſe Sectz in one, which otherwages 
fied on them whe 
of alone, and 


Churches, it ĩs not juſtʒ for however one of them depends not upon another, t au 
. to an excumenick Syed: Neixhtr is n 


„1 vill Qrive with no wn for any name be pleule 


bh his 


Grd 


Seétlands for many ye: 
the 2 75 the Congregation. 


rom hes the mame of 
in alt fcriptural 
them | : NA 
Thitaly Artbey be they give theowhoke 
rifdétion and cenſures to every parti cular tormgregition 
ependencie, without all appealcs; though this was the 
ay of old Brownifme, defended molt by Ainſworth and io yet the Brownifts 
itive revoked all this, and of Cen bhiye made their way bresbyte· 


. e hands of the Presbytery and Eldathip , the whole Juriſdiction. 7 


NM. Coton his gente, trapfigting from the hindsof the congre 2 * fraternity, 
into the Randy oF the BT All the pow 
wherefore the ſtyte of not vo de 


them now, who: indeed deftroyed- che 
to Presbytetml. 


~ 
— 
t 
1 move theſe 
oh if ‘ 
>» 
> 
7 


planting 0 of Churches, and watering of chem, be aſeribe d to 
‘aheiaftraments, it nothing from God the chief agent, from whom alone is 


: wishes shied 


As for the ſtyle of Claffiical which M. Cotton would appto- 
22 Sy- pee to all the reformed Churches oppoſite to I 112 dencie, 
bject agaiaſt i it, Firſt, The ſtyle new, and of M Cottin his 
‘Own inyention. Secondly y, the reformed Churches ha four 
regational and Claffical Presbytery , | 
‘vincial Syn od, a National Aſſemblyz what reaſon they fhould be ſtyled com 5 one 2 
Pie omietin the other three? The Clafies ¢ not to denom nate, it being bur 
ſubotilinato to ware | lies, 


181 * wt 


Concerning the and quality the 


dependency 
7 is no argument of its goodnes. A Albert doube | 


25 2 be much, if pure and meer Independents in Old- Eiland ſince that 


Fre. * day have Much increaſed den a amber; for of thete who then were 
Non for Iudependents only, I doubt if the tenth patton: do 
Kandis day in that poll ure; it is evident that the fartheſt part of ſuch have 


eſſe towards other errort 
fall as overthadowed with a new ſapervenient Byles 


care of ifs. at the beginning, was to engage alone perf 


multitudes of the 10 
„I doubt og! Own. 


Mr. Corron ex- My afcribing the increaſe of Independ 
thechiefeft works of God,.even the regeneration, of 4 


‘céffive in the Inde- the Apologifts, 


al the inereaſe : how much more may the evill work of propagating Independencic, 


which God alone permits and orders as he does other ſinnes, beaictibed to men d. 


The eminent praiſes given here to 3 boch engagers and engaged, 
taken by men to themſelves, yet may N wen mbt 


in 


ion my deri g Independency f from 
is examined; my firft and het of this by | 
two parties Brownifts and 
Chapters of my beok, are 14 the 
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4 
4 


4 * 
4 
2 
~ 
4 
1 
1 
4 
4 
2 
4 
* 
= m 4 - 
> 
r tenets ¢ 
two of 
* 8 a 
— 
al 4 
* 
* 
74 12, ’ 
¢ 
— 
> 


C13] 

I being, or tan be brought to this purpoſe, ja: not like that proba 

ever the Congregationals of New: England received from Chriſt 

from the Coniormilts „or Non-contormifts of England; w 
: the only debate was about their ſeparat ion aad Independencyztheſe they 

could not receive from Mr. Bains; for he and all the other Non - conformiſſs of his 


time were y oppoſite to thefe wayes : Nor from Mt. Parker or Mr. Ames 
who to their day were members of the nationall Churches of Holland, and of 
Churches. Gj 


My derivation ef the fingularities of New- England. from Me. ‘Robinfon i is not well 
declined ¢ It is not, nor can be denied that they lodged in Mr. Rob inſon before they 
New-Bngland learned Were heard of in New-England It is allo eleat that Mr. 
there In dency from Robinfons diſcipl 22 thefe tenets with themſelves 
My. Rob. while yet he from Ley in Holland to New- Plimmouth in America : theſe 

4 rigid ati by Mr. Cotton: only he inſinuites that 
was 1 ches of New · England went not in the of ſo· 
partion high as_ Mr. —— New Plimmuouth, a little before 

Robin{fon was e to com t charches-ofotd England any teeded? 
That non would joyne fo near with the beft reformed churches as need were, | 
which here he feemes, it fhould be my joy; but words alone will never vi when 


be d tha after 4 


—. der had 

and that in a way below Independency, and 

binfons z however his 


fo 
could come to the — 


72 length declare rt of 
tion which late downe at Planouth on ihe gr 
dviſion ; that diſcourſe contradicts not me: I 


finigragion. — of his fellowes 
Anno his old friend and he were yoake din writing one again 
another, was there uo oe 2 —— flock upon this his change ? it ſo, how then 
comes it, that abede at Leyden diſſol ed 
and came to nothi uch ef — — hiftory is yet in the daike and i in prifon, 

it u ere good that wen Brought to the light and the free aire’. 

That the fitſt church of new. England Plimmonth And 

that they had continued in the way of ſepatation which they had learnca fom. 1220 

Kobinſon in his worſt times, and that the other 122 — 7 New England hid | 

rowed trom them the fame wayes of Mr. Robinſon: about the/e matters ot fact va ee 

‘Corton tack not much eroſſe my natratien : Be it ſo 
the church of New was divers 


+ 


America was on the ground of a more commodioyss, -habstasion, 3, Bur that whichil 
ſyoke of the divifiens in Mr. Robinfons flock afresaha departure of theſe of Nex 


der it levenal all be vicinicie, if ſo that all the fo 
fooneas they came to ſu downe beſide them did take u way? Be it 
fo that the planteri in England, Minidiers and people were of fo gracious and 
wife a Spirit as nt to be led by le Giod in his haly word, does this hinder them 
to thake ule of the muriftery and lervice of the men of New- Plimmuth home 
did foliew . “the Lord in his broly Keripcure, in all theſe things w 
rrowed from them? The here is anly of faa, whether the churches of 
New-Bngland their way trom chat part of Mr. Robinfens conęrega 
vhom they found at New- Plimmouth: {proved — did 
Mr. Cm does av dll Though Mr. 
been paſſ byjyet Mi. Cotton one formal t thould not have bten ncglect- 
ed Mic. eld roſeſſes his cerraine knowledge of shefe matteis of fact in New, 
England, in his accutate cxamimation of all Mr. Rathbands relations, offers no con- 


eradiGion st all to this his aſſort ion, that from the pattern of New · Plimmputhj the reſt 
of v by, way, ot died conſul. 


“9 


divine who a peaked in 
of the 
‘England: reformed Churches : and that in this 4 
were before him, and S without any 
Icire makes it manifcht that 
way it ſe Hoi the Church of Salem the ſecond 
fin che care 1628, wherewith che churches 
ta ha — — 
their actin to have at 
Plammath. That Mt. Cotton does cts 
and new way, the words of his letter make it plaine. 
bat he was the firft chat noted the noc affirmed 
, bor that e who did obferve and write agsinit che 
Sof the Scpararifts amoiig ters of New England both in their fiiſi 
Pla Salem,wih whom be yes the teſt did 


nies zn his owne mm and in the name of the body of 


England, that they to their 


OF Mr, 


2 — 
interfering chu — 
po But withall We enn 
of this point tr om thete they dot 
* Ather England account particular live with them witha 
hurches of New- require their difolution, they can che 
* * not require is that Mr. Cotton and theſe o 
2 a3 afſcers end tember. But ſo it Churches 
| 105 


ches of New- England count it neceflagy to ſepatate rom the Churches of ol 
they prefſe then diffolution, either as‘tfficers or 
in any of them. As Juke n, Mr. Cotten his Church at old Beſtone was one of the be 
ordered congregations of old Englands yet Mr. Corton thoughs ii Ge, as here he pro: 
fefies, co fegregare {ome {core of ody pexſons in it trom the reſt, and to joyn : 
Vide Poft{cript. in a covenant among themſelves: This nomeeranconformifts had 
1 _ ever done, Can this be ar ching leſi then ſcparawon, at leaſi in fome. 
ſenſible degree, whether never any meet wncontormifts had come 
Forther, did ever Nc. Cotton or any of the Churches of New Eng land content that 
any part of any old Englifh congregation ſhould fit downe befide chem in New Exę · 
land without their old Church ftaceand,C hurch memberthip ,te-ene, 
tering in a new Church-Conttitution after the way of New England? does hot the 
anſwer to the $3 queſtions make this clear ? does not the late act ot the court ar Baſ- 
tone make this, and ? Mr. Cotton in this 
Gion te ii us OF v. Robinfons Separat ic congreg ion ſitti 
dink at New Plimouth wit any change to shat day deſited by any in New Ene 
land of the Church itate they had at Ley under Mr. Robin ſons miniſlery in the 
of his moſt rigid Separation. .. 
Lafily, as we havt faid before, we canna learn that any of Mr. Cottons or 
Englands wy have ever been willing) to ſerve either as officers or live as members in 
any Congregaion of olo England 5 Bus these labour mena has been to this day to 
ert & where hy were able aw congregations, and to diſſolye the old; fer a ncw g- 
the:ing according asMe White againſt Mr. Prin avowes shad been the practiſe in the 
Summer Ilands, after the pattern and ex pieſſe advice shty had received from News 
nd, How thefe and the like practiſes can conſiſt with whac Mr. Cotton fi mes 
to be bis owne judgementand of the body of che Chur ches of New. Eng land, I con- 
fſeſſe I cannot underitand but thall be glad to leatne it. 
Me Corton de! | Iihad faid of Mr. Cotton as truly | conceived for his commen- 
claves bimſelfe dations that while he Maya u. old England he had gone no furcher 
more for Jepar ben bt, and the presbyterian Nen tonſot᷑ nuſts thou gh 
tion then af. be vas wilt ted with cpifcrpacy and h d lef off fome of the ctre· 
leadged while et MOIS, yer thas he was free of the Separaiifts J by his owne 
in England, better berks againit the tipid Separation, and the fofter alfo of che 
Robinſonians at New-Plimmouth, For this a long and ſharpe 
enough quarrel is made. Fo which Lanſwei & ft. That my innocent and ordinary 
Mctaphore of diftatte for dilaff. Qion and diſlent necded not at all to have been car- 


— The ceremonycs I meant wherein Mr Cotton continued, were the read 
liturgy in th publique and Sectamente which proved he never gave over 
while in old ‘England, vw of his owne letters trom NeweEngland. If the liturgy it 
felfe without the cruſſe or knec ling ot holy- d yes and othet hgnificane sires N 
not well go under ih name oſ a ceremony, and ilut a long and a great ene, I fall be 
loth to conteſt, it being but for words. 
Tbirdly, That M Cotton while in old Exgſand, did mind any thing beyond Non · 
ity, I did not while ndw he tells ſor I had tboug hi his Declara- 
ton againft all tifts both whole and half, had given me good ground to Speak 
fo much ef his mind : yet while he declares , that cven then he was for more then 1 
beleeved, I ſhall take it (0, but with theſe obferyations. 
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r. Tr Preshyterũn N 
then M. Shetton at Salem, and of 

real the tach ot a ant 
Mi, Pur ber and Ml Ames, 
land, and allowed well of the Jut 
monſt an Miniftegs, 
dependenc , cont; 


words 9 ſeems not to be io wel 
ring fcems to be in m words, M. Coi 
nought but · ihe na 


— 


running 


obliged toetplicace it, hecaule ic 
der dag his writing to M 


in ayliying of 
M Cotton pleafe » the contradiction may eaſi be. kas 
England; reproies way of Plimeuth and 4 
; ye: he went our of Eng han 


went over with 


him, 20 


ter ian principles ; chis difference 


things 
bret joyniag 
withitanding 


akof. ,.fatton 
, not- 
nd our Scat 


3 SECT. v. 
became dangerous, afcer it had 


NTA MPO 


and undue pral- en my meamibg of thes 
very plain, ſub it. The 


les of independency, phraſe I mad 
Tice of k. Cute from ſe my tabes ioctatiin hem mong it all vngiven, 

they Drought t all Kinds of worlds, to the Pagan world to the Clift 
che Aacichriftian won laʒ this digreſſion ‘sor. 


4 


— — —ͤ—œw— — 


f-conformity , and 
New. Plinth but 
; | em England, WSA 
* wasrevcaled.: 
the Claſſes en Hi. 
in depofing the Re- 
; — the way of Ta- 
f 
oyet v to a nin | ot inect fering of 
Founded 
ö fon igai way ofthe Churches of New ; G1ng our of and 
Thole letters Cotton does not deny be his 
can chat action he denied to be dus: if contradidtion aber it will be found 
rogetherʒ yet if 
ten when in old, 
| che reft there; 
1 to in cheſt 
m them. Had ved been made N. coufhent 
in thet which I bcleeved 
Gods blehng, had it beem for him the brethren whe — 
bave-broughtall the Churchts from Rebinfms error tothe way af the Non-confer- 
ſte in or H shat tad not hern fo cafe, 
ver a liber ‘20 his Peesby- 
might well have! ftood th hm joyning ; 
in 
avewed duferbnoes “ Bun 
with him half-way vo Gorten tus going 
— joung with cheſe Churches of Mew. 
England, yet ty tar intention to hart qui of the Scottifh Peet. 
* 


9 qood the P he di: den 
flay vordithéns thy am di whrice ger bi. Hain 
Mr. ind others for ting, H pict 
st ic but i heſe ſrtũti ate il 
ſue in my Diſſruſiue, that Inde deen the gecae 
of the Go'pcle profperimg: among the the geert eaule why 
hath been Ken: fe exceeding lately 
rtunities which the Lord bad id put in th 
vice. 


or the Antichtiftian world may have of the new Englifh 
"plates et of their Independency they have no fear at all: or fulica 


dep on it, ig rend groand hope, 
and quicting of all theit fears the Eniglifh ;. who Wichout this diſeaſe m 


— 
the lols of much precious bed 


next generation may ve x / bu theft eh A 
theit eyes maceers as they pafitd, will not be in dunge Of ſuchy in ettot. 


1 * Independeney only by accident and not of-its own’ 36 
gap to Seats an that ix: hath: been bur 


ft the retarding, and then the coral — of the oft promifed refortiatih if cd 
the A the Presbyterians, whe- 
Cattun and buch would endeavour te per fade, o 
of men would but he pi ed or laughed at. Welthow whe 
blackacfle of theiſ oh 
of oß che fire, the — — of the 
tarch; but without great [poed with merf, wh hail re 
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in this andthe next Scctibn, 
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nce, 
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| in of bis ing) not is it any difparag-mene to the 

5 by G fir by his ſcrya N in of M. 

undctvaluimg Of M, Davenport and N. Good to mike him their. leader, 

he proſeſſes they in many things but all che queſtion is of che 

feedings NAA. Corton coul pardon me my jadgement chat Iudependency is a reall cr. 

| ton, he would not deny bur dll leading cowardsic, were a truc mul Leading 


wen 2111 tm e bls TOW 1610 we A 


| r. Cottons ſudden c — Independemey ands 


2 Bins auch Mr. follows 


trom ing nuicy. isfutharp, that it oug ht to have been 
ded: All dat is chalii:nged in my words, I did prove 


any ſuſſicient 1 the good; innocent, very reafonable 
— i do foioon as he taſtes of th: aire of a place, what 
ites. from New a as :tedeparace from + 
wie their etrots alone, but even from their Sacramunrs ahd 


Prayers 


way ofthe hurches of Nene: Religion 
great a crime chat my judicouideis mult nceds be reflected lor it; as be- 
fore and truth Cottoa wil. be to uyne with thoſe di- 
wh it in ill pait to have Che ftian religion — an any ſyecięs ho 
ligions. Leaving fuch difpures — » at is enough to me that che phrafe is turrant, 
and ordinary cnouyh to count every eminent diviſion, were it but among Monks Monks of 
* different much mere thele nition I more ~ e and 
diviſive diffcrences, ot what ever prtaiwe, ie matter may be gr 


onate man, leſſe à man to any inordinate affection? Theſe concluſions 
guct anz, t d nh sort oe) .M. - 
ance) of che Mord Convert, is of an allay , that 
to up poor a debate; albeit I be- 
4.comman enough in ordinary diſoourſe, and 
unh very little adore 
and 
ke notice 3 for- ſt 
heel nde — (o-fhorry and any viible means 
that lo ſwall that ever. 15 put to it does 
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vl far le ſſe then many men have uſed ia far le ſſe change. 
I did not call gar account either a hold a boafting man, though 
ver bold and bosfting word did fall hom him. That the wards were no better — 
them, N. Cotton does not deny; and that they were. Mr. Goodwits. I pro- 
ved it by one fame us enough witneff, Abo albeit not ina Court of Jodicztery, yet 
for all ibe ut I made ot him, may iind for many: The man being moft honeft and 
faithiul, and witn: fling what he iy bein the face of the party, before che High Court 
of Paliament, without the coner diction to this day, of any whom it concei hed. 
Tha. Edwards 12 * tout whole yeares after irs prinung at London, thould 
not come te New England, and to N. Cottons hind, to me is a marvel , the inter- 
out le — lo trequeut, and che matter Of hat book. concctning chem , and their, 
. Edwards next teſtimony ſo civcumftantial as I faid, will not with man — 
goer Apocrypha: ‘however M. Cotton defends much the matter it ſelf, 
arguments as if | had uſed ih in, belike IL might have beard both of my truth, 
and of my ingenuity. Will M. Cotton (ay that M. Cartwright s diſc p ine was the vce 
ry ſame tor ſubitance wich ibay of New England and the Ind ependents? Or if this. 
had been che Indeptndihrs and Picsby.chians had not fc und heit acc mmo- 
Wa in his cenclufion is c vi- 
miſtaken 3 nor could it we ot herwaye arguments whe eupon 
bindes it, art ſo unſufffcient -. 
„ Me Cartwright would mot have drunk rs, vhoremongers, 
he OF y (c: ndaious in the (hu ch, this indeed 
, Piesbytertan frintiple, But require. the Indepindente no 
more for 1 matter of. their Churches ? if this be M Cyt. 
tons tnind, it was a thoufand pit ies, but as ſundry of us at tha: rime did with be had 
been ſent for from New England to the Aficmbly at Weftminfter, Su e 1 am, if he 
could have perfwaded the diil.n..ng bre hien to have reſted content with that i uch for 
the matter of FY ggg „we and they had agreed our far gteateſt con toverſie, 
without more de hate. But we find it far other ways 5 to this day we fee no other ie ä 
our brerhrs n, but chit their principles and practice do require 3 diſſoluti on o 
all, even the bc ft ecformed Church: s. ot the Presb.cerian frame, and a new gachering 
of Church s, made er ſons not only of the fi eſt profeffion, void ot ignor in 
and all icandals bur 2 vilibly Saints, that they beable to give not only to the 
officess, but the body ofthe pecple hom they are to live with in Church fellow thip, 
ſatistactory marks of their true grace and actual regeneration. Will M. Cotton fay that. 
Cartwright ot any of the old Neo. con‘ormifts did ever fo fundamental a ftone. 


His end reafon 5 Cartwright makes ule of the Ap files reproof of the Co, 
rinthians for nor eXcommunicacing the ince ſtuous perfOn. Will M. Cotton conclude 
was in theſe their principal aflertions$ 
Be That the (buch of Corinth tor ali igs multitude both of members and officers, was 
no more then a Congr: N C husch metim in one private room forall their ho- 


W as well of Sacraments and diſcipline, as of the word, Secondly, chat 
wat ands of body of hep le, 
d. nor oſ the Oſpceis. I hirdly, That the Soyeraign and Independent power wf a 

the Find of the ta „that in 

foulcft aberrations moſt lemn and pure A fen blies had no tight te cxecmethe” 

pare of any of any centure st ton the 
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ticular flock. It will trouble N. 4 
of any but to prove’ 
Non: ‘conformifts bclicf of them, will be of 2 much lrirdet tas AOE 
Mint, was only to rivet 
ter queſtion M Edwards concerning Goodwin the words the- 
| felves were clear enbug b, either of M. or of fris erwimene friends in 
land. 1 know the ertream miſtakes of Wrliams im cite fundame nta la of 
Church Ordimanceb: for all char, 1 would be loch in any point of fict, to eall his 
teftimony in qucfion withont 2 great caufe, a3 here | know none ; for che very ordi- 
nary thougixs and of now ‘adeyes: are, that cheit bn focteties are 
much more errors ſenndalz, then were’ 
H beſſas, known in the Apofiles —— 


& Sth 


1471 14 


great influence in the ſtate of England’, che 
affaires of Britain, did make me re of N. cotton his changes, witlt refrrenee to the 


woc of whole im dis F apprebend aor co is hy any 


nce 

ving rata gh: conformifts to the Independen:s; the 
9255 ng all whichehe Farliament zecording'to’ 
qnbly, dd re land, was never noted by me as 
Kultz but I 2 Affembly nor Patliamenx did ever or 
che way of che new Churches. How great an dpimion ever F hind of 
N. i he art ofreafoning, yet never or rian’ 
top chat the Parliament and, A felFalic ar alf turmetl tt 
A, Cottons Inde offerte to ſuch | 
J anincredible belief, yet I net belle de it. 
Wiat here. is of M. ort ons Pttagianifine 1 take ir mon in 
and. bar is repeated of taſting the new air, Was 


ite own 


in tha former 4 : Only M. Corton ag have remembred tlhe the dire of hie 
letter ſhhewes it England’; 


the 


un 


he came thiches,and 


alia cont so he 4 oF the 
hat pone al them fo bred ¢ bur ti ts! 
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| 
his own mis belief, the idolatry of his brother Aaron the Saint 6 i "9s 
LAG the be Wir Pail procaine 
and Peters unſtiauneſſe: was this m met the velicls of honour veſſels of dif* 
ce? wos this to overthrow the Councel of God? does our obligation lo Gute 
us to. in any cafe of the blemithes 
the mcf comely members in his Ww , Cotton : 
I propdned onc cafe, herein I thought it n t only law ful, hut exp: 
the tailungs of che god vn. when their graces were nod 122 
bl ng bidcks to lead ſumple oncs to the ir crross his M. Catan makes 10 


cvillchzt goed m yiceme Ot 10 Gn fora good end. But why dos be net 5 


procl At Aſoſes, ano Faul. did fn n regiſtrin: their own and o hers filings ? 


wint be bfi ot the ſuppoſite and wnag mary caules ot Paul, Barnabas, and Peter, 


proves dat it is not (ver and at alt occalions ſcaſonable to remember th: bons 


of th. godly ; Bur tollows it hence that it is never lawtul 10 remember the 
efpecialiy in che pregonnt cafe I brought meft of II: If you adde to ix sé. | 
tons pretent condition , obftinacy , and prory deniz l of the ‘fianes 
upon }tany ching either in keep the Saumts blots ume 
buried, igchew pertinacy to detrnd as ton joching 
all, as eicher no thn’, of none of hs; 


and 


Coreen Ri Prelaticall Tenets. 
had remembred Mr. Corton of his long continuner in the er 
bene, 0. eres for of his education, of ine bation of E 
bis prelaticall'er- ret of confo mity till the time he lete it; che bolt men he 
acquaint ed wich have ever been willing upon any oe 
und to proſeſſe grief for their fades in this kind: 


erreurs and confermiry a inne: I coun- bis running over from hence to 
ide 


| charging of me with unconlideration, yea tranfportation of foi gett: 


What Mt. cotton ny mean 1 know nor, while at ch:s my memento he is fo fare Grom 


any acknowledgment orforrow, chat afl hes reply is ſpent in nothing —.— 
my 


mex page. Iſ chaſe challenges be and 


of nt con adict ons in my 
his Dilemma have any hornes @ all, h 


is ther here anv conttadictiom there is betwixt theſe 
two finfull ices in che tw] extremes (at deaftin my knuwn judgement’ 
golden me diocri y. I it r any errour an Mr. Corton thar he 

the Prelates and „eee but that he ſtuck fo unto them : L his termin 
his motion, his leaving of Prelaticall counted it his duty: all the 
old 


un happineſſe I {puke of was in ter mino ad quem, that his ptogeſſe rei ed not with the 
in the Presbyuy af the n fmed Churches, but ranne beyond this 
to the Independency ot he Separarifts : This to me was but to move from one errour 


to another, from the Lime put doe cal 
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2 SEC N XI. She 
7 


Of Mr. Corto his Pelagiatiſme. 

i pelaei I did not condemne M. Cotton ei her fora Pelagian ot 
Pelagian ind 
gree, yea Uorftani{me to Arminia errours,;&had ſwmuned fora time in 
“Mr. Cor. charge where- I-:hought indeed hat he had leſt theſe renets, aud fo Dr, 
kite cleared Twiffewas by Mr. Simpfon informed, as he fayes in his 


elf, éface to his booke late i printed againſt M.. Cotton. Bur 
0 [rubs tA ice. Mr. Cotton denyes that he is yet in any ching chang · 
ed from his former opinions, and chat Dr. Twiſſe his great 8 him as yet 
T he good opinion that the Doctor had of his perſan and intentions I did not con- 
but only of his cenc:s herein Or, Twiffe goes beyond me vety farr in 
rigidity of cenſur cʒhe lies M Cottons tenets alſo exp: fe Arminianiſme as ever Ar- 
minus or Corvinus did writes p. 69. p. 34a. The gulf of Arminuniſme and Pela · 
gianilme is Dr. Triſſe his Phiaſcologic. p. 145. p20 p.48. Neither is that a 
meer generalitie, bet he charges the moſt of Arminius and Pel. gius particular errourt 
on M. Cotton words, as the dii ect dvertũrning of thé docti int of ele cin p. 94. p. 
123. 5. 143. Alio in the preface, she uniyerſalitie of grace. p 116. the power o 
nature in the unregenerate to repent. p. 208. p tts. and to bel. eve. p. 89 p. 92. p. 
109. p. 335. the falvacion of Pagine and Turkifh infants. p. 287. yea of diverſe a- 


3 them of riper years without Chriſt by che covenant ot workes. p 116, p. 270. 
Neither chus farr alone does Cottons ireatiſe goe (if D. Twiffe ſlinuct him not) 
but Vorſtian Socini to the overchrow of the divine 

nature, ofthe attribute of Omnipetcncy . p.37. p. 03. Unchangeablneſi p 105. Om- 
niſcience. p. a49. Soveiaign tie. p 100 yea to the cuctoacbhing upon the I rinitie of 


te diying perfons, fl. 115, Theſe terrible tenets Mr: Cotton docs not maintaine ex- 
piefly, but as D.. Twiffe i in a diſſimulate and pri vat icating way, yet with ſo 
much c lcaineſs aa did much trouble the godly, making their hearts to bleed. p 235. 
- and conßiming the ¢rroncous p- 234. P 104. p. 20%. p. 68. and making che Ami- 
mos That M Cotton aff. a biyularitic.p. 119. p. 229 that he ‘ 
thrower off ot igriprure.p.200 bis, writing istraugheed wih toule unt uths. 
4 p- 27. Dr. Twiſſe in the named trratiſe declares hi e nitant and remaining judge- 
Mr. Cotton. & his writs fo farr as I have ſaid and tarther » any who pleales 
fee, That Mr. Cotton ſnould have lyen under for fo many ſo 
wil ny. chaugessand aflayed to give any anlwer, who fhili not mar- 


** 


— 


Of Mr. Cortona His Monsani{me, 


~ 


1 1 Had? given a very ſhort touch in two lines only of any old imputation of Mon- 
upon Mr, Cortonz hertupon two large leaſs are ſpent and cloſed up wiha 
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1 ſure quiek enough that my fpeech favoured neither of truth nor love, nor wit- 


sme, not frithfulneffe. All which I'faid here, ‘was oft told me by a very revitent 


2 le and ious divine, one of the afiembly, : a Minifter At London Mr id to wit, 
that a fulpicion of Montanifme Jay on Mr. Catton while yet but a young man in the 


I chould truly be glad that Mr. Cotton might rub off all Which of thay cr any other 


kind of errour was ever aſcribed to him by any; but I fear this thall not be done wick⸗ 


out the rernaindcr of fomevcarrand blemith, if farther clearing’ be net brought them 


4 


What here appears. ada bq 
From Auguftine and Danaus the tenets of 2 fer downesyet Euſebi · 
us Epiphanias, and Theodoret doe adde fome more ſor our preſent purpaie. 
~~ That Phrygian pepuſite had gotten the beginning of his way from the heretick ite 
deed, yet otberwayes very learned and. excellent man, Tahan the Eucrarite 
foone as he had drunken in his etrour, he became fingularly rigid, and in thew to the 
world extraordinarily pious, and chaſt even to the condemnation of matr lage, and ab- 
ftinent frem all ficth, All Wine in the very Euchariſt, putting water in its place. This 
at once took with whole ‘regions’ of people and forme moſt eminent DéGors of the 
Church : good Tertullian was at laſt entangled both inthis errour and {chilme. They 
behoved to he the only ſpiritual men, the reſt in the Catholique Church were fo car 

7 Montane Ih. branche of Montaniſme let Mr. Corton be as free of it as 
of the .. is poffible, yer he will nor deny that almoft 

Indep were peftered withfit making themfelves the ſpiritual 

partie zand all their oppchtes even all the Min oF 
New- England except two, to be carnal, ungracious and ſpiritleſs; avowing Mr. Cot- 
mn to be the head, facher; and patrone of this ſpice of cleat Montaniſine: and N 2 
th much adoe & dinMr,Cotton got theſe afperfions tubdof,yet to this day has no 

Tid courſe been raken to put away the moſt cauſleſs ſchiſme to the Churches of News 
and the Independents elfewthere; among whom all know Mt. Cotton to 

nding yet na ‘is not this e genéra racti 
of all in Mr. Cottons way, that the conſtitution of all other reformed Suu & 
to them fo unholy and full of mixture, thut without a diſſolut on, without a new ga 
thering and a new erection, their conſcience would be defiled to joyne either 28 officers 


‘or members in the beſt of them? Is not this — enough Mentaniſme? O if Mr. 
‘Corton and every other of the congregationall divmes would be pfeaſed in deed ( dot 
in wörd co joyne With the ren rmied ati 


reformed C that their fepara 

might no longer continue the of all beho 
Sctondſy, errour o Mont the very charac. 

* 1 ties more then ordinary ſplritualneſſe, he coticeived the 
* of de holy Ghoft dwell perſonally in himfelf 
his ſollo wers, and ro act all their ſpiritual. wo 
that abe faculeigs of their foules did dct none 0 
moecdiatly without 
“felvega 


them but that the holy ghoſt in 
all cop erntion of their fpicit dt 


and fure then what the holy hed 
A what any or Ae 
poltlesin the written word ; all 


bad — wre 


1 


ames of hm ene and 
ks, 


Perſonafly one ſe thit called hamſelf the ho- 
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wera 


of the world, f ton be all 


withou any. 


did: alfice 


ion 


to e the re- 


M. ‘Gabtin to prove t 

“4 


babicatio of the fpicit. the very errour of chat old he- 

cand. 


ll in- 


legal, 


OB: ia Mr. 


¢ 
h 


18 23113994) ed bas 


for tha 


the or 


ich. 
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gaint all diffe, pie 0 
el to att ag rinſt 
other in many — 
mc here for N traces for {Ving 
| ery MOEN edition: when 
‘ et them- 
elwes acair reſt 
aq drawae 
eck Of ob | dereſie for ks great propagatior notld 
| who ali large boating of per ve 
3 11 Pro . J ed cet Very Masy 4 ey ret 
“et Bands yet by ber able pervetſe did mi- 
| 
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EC 7. 


N this ſecond Section are {pent twenty long very accurate and clabo-_ 


heed h conteſt fer the 1 — in abfurdity and danger, betwixt old 


the new F. Boftone? The Worſt of old Montanifime;a 
with the irit Was maintained. Neither did ( 
mi fis Whi the Wort to 


by all his labour — 
the Mant enifaid wach of Hilder Vas ſhe did 
otton. But I it was not who this 
OFM. Wand „but — To 
it is tepfied ; “wher ehep weie poled by 
they did deny ar Alettions. I te ned’ the ſhort ftory!avowed after 
ee fe enetal Court, in the hearing of M. Corton himſelf 
Gly repeated as — Lea M. Cotton here grants , that ſundry of his own 
Gefied wich jéalcufé , 
pit! me. And What marvel of theit louthe »\ when. of all Ge 
25 meee were aſtotiſhed to fee the ‘pelt of preading all rhe 
Bud, and conining from M. Corton his'charge at Boftone which all 
Very few excepted and Cotton to trouble: himéelf no moge with the matter, 
if ho fu thing had by his brethren ot all che 


and when den ald beard allt both in che general Afiembly, 
yet he never called any of theſt flagitious hereticks to any Eeccle- 
fick account, ii che of of the by 
one of them, and (as 1 think) but 


5 of the miniftets of che countrey, 
ai M. Corton his alledgmiencs for this his marvellous negli 


rin them of his errors a gave order at he ‘acknow 
(eens ng how N. Corto even im this pact can 

dell without the of any’ vViible zeal agzin# tha on whith 


tains five which the brethren of t | 
nes of ptoporitd Were fo ani wered by him, that | | 

wis gived in fo far ity | 


nd ll com 


Sermon therein, 


— - from And tow ould foch an- 
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wie Corift , without fwers give fatisfaation for the firft hearers’ that the um · 
before all alls of on of Chrift wich the foul is befere and with- 
| but all as of faith? this ty one of the groffe errors, eyen 
1 the eighteenth hich in . Cottons.own preſence in the regari Boftone was 
nid charge > ſhe her did profeſſe 
to ce. Bia 
Mr. Cottons diſtinction of the habite and ad of faith, does not ferve here for any 
5 purpoſeʒ for the fabite of faith 2 contraaiftin& to the act) does not, nor 
. eannor unite the foul to Chriſt, bath no operation at all, whatever power or facdley it 
give to What A. Cotton cites of Chrifts abiding in us, proves not his 
tz for Chriſt abides not in us before and without the act of faith Ne us 
by John 1. 18, by this 
a@t of faith the A c exprefisly tells us, that Chrift abides and dwells in our hearts, 
: Eph. 3. 17. by an atof this faith, Fobn 2ffirmes God to dwell in men, and men to 
duell in God and however in the act of regeneration and infuſion of habits, the 
ſoul be but a jectz yet before our union with Chriſt be compleat, we by a 
| act of our head him who apptehended us, and we by his grace love him 
next who loved Tt And io compleat this union without all acts of our faith or 
love, we with the heretich of Boſtune do make the foul even united to Chrift the 
fountain of life, ta be but a dead and lifeleſſe Crpane. 
he the natural priority of gracious babirs unto gracieus acts, is not to 
Cote Mr. Cotton in his anſwer to the Synods ſecond 
| Teer ceived doctrine of Juſlification 3 he affirmes faith to be 
only a paſſiye receiving veſſel ot Chriſts righteouſneſꝭ, 
da no inſtrument to or apply any 
2 That all application of Chriſts righteouſneſſe for our juftification is che act of 
. | , God alone, without all operation of our faith, contrary to the ftream of Scripture, 
and Prot fant'wricers, who aſeribe juſtiſica tion to aying hold on, 
fot remiffion «f Goncs. Va, though before 
a cition, Ai. Cotton ma n the hab. t of Faith to put out al! adts re- 
2 i for the emptying of che veflel , and preparing the foul to receive Chrift and 
3 his righteou‘neffe, yer in the act of jultification he will have faith to act nothing at 
which acts nougin, not fo muchas to 
this che ien, she blancneffe Of thy 
got be clear to, derſtanding permits me not ſo well to take it up, as free it 
: 40 eg inning of the Anſwe feems to me to fay the contrary, and 
the rener ot his dicourle to tend to his ,, chat the ridence of j tifieation is not by 
e any qualification in us, but In the {pirit thining on the foule inthe fee 
pmife' of gr shrift the of tai scious life 
is be taken either fram “uth, or love, or contrition, or any 
ae ot cation, but alone from the ſpitit of iMuminstion fhining in the foul, 
mea the abfolute promifes of free grace, or upon the conditional promiſe, but ab- 


ſolutely underſtood, not as any ground or caulc, but as the con{equence and effect of 
that aſſurace . What thele nigma's may may mean, I do not well know, or Wbe⸗ 
- ther this may not be eicher the very thing, or ſumemhit near it, which was the great 
and toſt troublefomequeftion about cvidencing juftifcation by ne act faith; not 
other past of ſanctification, but alone by the illumination and rtvclation of ibhe 
0 1825 before , and without Pyivativè ¢y antecedenter to all inhcrent qualihcations 
undi conditions, Iconſeſſe I am not free of doubt ; that ſome truth may be in that 
fharp prints, indeed on by of place 
in New England of t is anſwers, that they were the Trojane hotle whence 
moſt that troubled that land did iſſn bas 
Ou the Anfwer to the fouith queftion I, cculdhaye refted without more inqui- 
ſition. 8 faith and other faving qualifications to be tue. and ſolid argu- 
ments, certain effects and ſignes, and ſo reall and (læar evidenees of juftification , I 
vould not quarrel for the order of firſt, ſecond and third: the ſpirit blowes where he 
lifts, his beams may fall on any neceflary, whether cauſe ot eſſict, antecedent or con- 
ſequecnt, to make it a firſt evidence to the ſoul ot its being. in the ſtate of grace and 
jullißcation, without ref ection on any othetigtound or argument for the ſame. And 
ver we Speak of grounds et arguments 5 fignts or evidences, oun- 
dation and cauſe whereupon the faith of the beléever dork nf in all bis aflucance, mult 
be the formal object of this faith, even the promiſe of free grace holden out by ibe 
ſpir it to be apptehended by faith: other evidencts are but teſtimonies, fignes and 
‘a nts.of confirmation of th s prime and main one, yet ſure and divine, warrane 
ted by the Word Calvine Zanchie, and all che sft! of Protcftant. Divines fy 
th much; and bereof mong the Orthodox no que ſtion. dor) 
M. Co Fo | Baw MeCorron import ſohe what further, which 
“te : e the fpirit Alone ‘itt miltake him nat, may imply much more then I could 
un pracd to hat the ſpi it alone without any of his fruits: 
any Af grac 
in the foul, both to juftify’ and before all the frosts, yea before, faith ‘baveany being, 
“and to evidence juftifica- doch himſelf immediately apply thep:omile of fiee grace 
tion. the foulé, and becomes ec the fluſt videncer of Juſti- 
2 fication hy . immediately aao alone. If fo, then we 
ate not only juſtified, but our our ſeul with- 
“out faith; without any application of any werd by any of or un- 
ot will, bitalone by che as ofthe holy Skolt This Calvin sod 2. 
chy are far fromm, and this is not unlike to be a great gtound,whercypon the grat 
Diana of Miſtreſſe Hutchefon may firmly d.. 
M. Corron gran. In the te Me fib, gucftion, 1 debderate thefe 
defy. things..as The on mount 
pe ‘Covenant * Sinai, from che Covenant in the plaines}of Moab ſeemes 
Sinai; and in the plames’ Frbundleff. and Foſanus lave no word uf iht di- 
“of Moab, ttinction. They have no more but the common unc n- 
that the moral. law. on mount Sinai 
nt in it felf'a covenant of works, and chat it was tepeated shere, to be a Pedagogue 
to Chrift, to drive in foules to the Covenaat ofgtace, whigh was everlafting , and 
bad been preached to Adam in Paradiſe, to Abrabam oft, to the people in she Me- 


monies on Sinai, as much as in the plains of Ahab and evet thereafter, che Pro- 


M. Cottons diſtinction of Sinai and hab, I undetſtand not. 


: ar till Chrift , without the vaile of Mofes, did ſet it down tn full plainneſſe and 
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to have Covonant of 
Triſſe he 


in Cotton rmer W riting:· 

Thehich had — 10 hare explicated, 
was; how the Cotenant of grace may be turned into a coVenant of —— may, 
legally applyed to rep ** this haverbeen here totally paſt aver , 
being one of all the queſtions that chen Mew. 
and wherein moft vas fearédito patronize Hutcheson and har 
‘complices ? Whinfo direct am ocaaſion was miniſtred to clear his mind ef the Cqve- 


‘Mant of grace and works, w — ft over? 12 
of New- — of My, Cottons mind, 


might wrellenvertaine all but the anſweis he gave 
chair queſliĩ ons then, or the explicati he makes 
ged to have contributed any thing to — 22 
“None but hereti ‘The paffages o Symod ch Cotten, 
off hin all ion of favouring Miſlreſſe Hut 
Roh either to the do it nevfo is need wett. ‘The -firlt be brings can 
: 5 of fhou ent no at all to the gene 
ſſtembly, but theſe alone hid th: boldneſſe openly to counte- 
vance Miftreffe Hutchefon ber trrours, and Cotton ſuould nc ver ha ve ſuſpected 
any ſuch thing of them be ſore he had heard them in the face af che Aſſembly, 125 
ing hereſien Yea, Hat thereafter all che deputies. the Bafton did 
do vin the general Court, ſhould be fo batt 1 
ecllicaved to eaft em dur not onl them the 
Whole land. Alſo why does Mi — in the face oſ the Synod taxe Commnifio- 
ners of Bofton for defending union wich Chiift for faich , and tion witl 
~iffaith, fince hirnſelf h little before, docs plead the uuth ot both theſe tenets? 1 
of expreffion nor 


“deals farce fair. open 
‘ene he went back to the houſe 
he whole company contrary: 40 ‘what a little before 


had piven in under his hand, the Antingmjan 


be lead brought for this danget ous errour divers teſtinnan Chamiere, 
that this his had .ceftathe her w 
dithe third: day by his profeflion: to a0 in 


4 by ſenſe. Since M Coston ne ad longum 

bim the Antimmian err orn the ir rength, en 

e to have ſet like wiſe fome ſalution of tbeſe k not, ann 117 

m with aimee al oſſcome uhat poled, Sam, je 

monies from ‘famous Divines beari 

ber errors without! any Antidote „ — the paſſages 
carry either in bofome or before, ber, chat Antidote * 
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Cotton does 3 
In that larg 


alfo bimlelf! in 1 very cited * he faith 1 — 
cauſe of fied for he: expresfly declares that in this denull cuſe ſe 

tauſe of and while he 0 aud to me. 
fic and Work it by any proper — — Cae yet he avows that faith lous docs 
apply and enily apprehend tea divine instrument Chrifts for our Jufti- 


80 allo bl. Pemble, while he 
to Chamitre ana Tui fe inimediatly clears: hinifelf bya diſtinction of Juſtißcati- 
foro dei, and Jullificstion “ty fore — ind the Inke clearings of the 
ca Huchefon M. Cot tons | 
11. el wel by M. Corton tor a long time wherin he avowss that much 


was done ber to meny, but nothi is [poken to chat 


Vas that Mrs Hutchefon did viGte Bl. Cotton in * 
ner chen yen of ‘his whole flock was wont to berdame, and how I ng it 
e this frequenty ef vifiation till Synod, I can · 
not fay. T hit’ in the time of greateſt ſriendſhip Me Cut ian did · admonish; ber of 
conceiyed imiſſe > bus inches ond 
fiderave thefe three things. Gut trey o' 
Pirſt, That he — 
‘with all thee met with, as gracious and uſeſull; 
it Terved — 


needle fie —— 
Cot — — 
— and 
— d mdf dangerous meeting. 4 That aſter 


the ſcandal of her did — 


h:as move the ‘chderthip:to make any 


2 his pur 


about chartime hee and from 


d _Huteh 


| 2 w 
ct which Twiffe — 2 14174 
did 
| 
» — 
Ax. Cc 
high? 
4 
he touncistthe of. Han and nene all ber bo 
7 


now. 


ĩnatended for them ndar Providence. his own dwelling,of the means, 


ſtreſſe on the reftimonies either of 


fromthe; Churches. Tnis vr may well queftion, , removal being ac. 


| 1 been grounded upon an unj alt miſtontent, and as many did {ce 


inate ertquts , continued in aſter all the labour of the dynod to hive them 
of how a nature * matter of cheſe errours doc no: {peak 


| that M. Greate, Churches 
225 -Néw England us legal sthis fying he will have to be falſez 
Ar. debeo forit Williams printed teſtimony. But its ſaid the man was 
eredulods to believe furmifessand Ltao credulous ro take up his 
» Arf. The fault of credulitie is common to me with M. Cotton. in the fame 
Fs — ; for heconfeffes he hd been fo rath as to beleeve fart worſe ſurmiſes of the 
eam magiftraces in the land, and that upon thefe falfe reports he had taken up a 
selolution to have depatted their ‘arisdiGtion’s.. yea in that whole ftory i it feem: as on 
the one ſide hls ear had been wo patent to ſurm ies againſt the iſtrates, ſo upon the 
other ſitle it hall been too cloſe to receive true reports of Miſtris Hutcheſonʒ for his in 
-Gredulitie and carelaſneſs to hear and beleeve what was too *. We miſerable vo- 
* 
% “crediting Ho ever ſor my credulity of M. liane pore there wis 
why of the mans ty 


are: arid of his diſpo tions (which without any fi 
WOU (sag I conceive, 


have been called his humour) even his 

enge sil! fact, of 
S more made ta truſt his report in this particular, 
becauſe u eirbienfBaneiaring, of it to me wich fo many lively particulars of the 
ons who had imployed him towards the favages, to buy for 14 moet : 
fer that new Cottons miniftery , of 


— 
be totally miftaken in that his report. Certainly Williams after his banifhmenr, — 
— the time of Miſtreſſe Senſure, was het fo great .a ſtranger to 
the tranſact ions of Boſton; as M. Cotton — male him.. That a Commiſſion was 
85 far nd by ſome, and ſome eminent perfons paves 
M. Cotton a & them to that purchaſe as their miniſter, I have ſtill 
to believe xai M. / ilhiams in this, did ot councenance any lye, 

r M Cotten might have in that buſineſſe. 120 if. 
lo werb or of — upon were M. Vin · 
and M. Wels which Me cotton l not re 
took from them were not theſe 

needleſſy ſpends his $6 and 37 pa ba Ie 
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Miſtreſſe Mucchefon only, while the held openly out no more then what by him in the 
congreg was publickly tiught; but Chen fhe fell into horrible 
rora, the whole Church did to her udmonitiom 
This anſwer is now ſatisſa for my witneſſes unde the moſt of Boftin not on- 
joyners with her inthe whith had been no fault, if the rublick 
r. deponed that they were infected with her errots, and 
were true cortverrs to her eyi!l opinions. Sceoidly, her excommunication wis for 
no errot at all, but only for evill manners in and therefore the peformanice of 
. it put off ftom M Cotton the teacher, to NN site Pafter ; have con · 
fented to her exeatiimiunication for manifeſt lying; who in theit heart did fu 
enough conſent to het erroneous doftrines. „Cotten dots ‘ndt, nat 
think can he fay, that all, or the half of Boffon bad at that time relinquifhtd M. Huth. 
fon her Antinomtian ; eſpeci iy anent the legality of (videncing Juftifi- 
cation by SanQificxion, nor tharthe 60. who invited him to leute Bifton ‘after that 

time; were free ofthefe doGtines, 
The fecond teftimony I brought from the ſhort ſtory was tut N. cvtren had never 
ealled any ol his flock toa ſor any errour. He anfwers that they were fo 
cautious a6 never to vent her errours ; how tan this anfwer fatisße > had not all the 
comiffioners of the Church of Bofton in the face of the Gentlemen, 4b M. Cucton 
himfelf hearing and reproving them, defended theſe errors’? Alſo had not all the 
deputies of the town of in the face of the Gentlemens Court fo fatr joyned in 
theſe herefies that they to be bamiſhed the land hen all Ven er 
years had been ſo lamentably vexetl with the ‘peft of Boſtun, could’ neyct fo 
muchasone than be found guilty ofthe crime ꝰ for tievér to much 23 one called 
and eifeWhere, where the evill was in · 
Tbroosh in fate efihe genieat wh M. 

— Was, cou 0 in 

Cottons own erung Mifiris Hurchefon had avowed M. Cottons ſealing with the ſpirit 
of che goſpel and preaching free gtace according to her mind, while as all the oclies 
preachers of New-Enjland except him and M. Wheelwbright, wanted che ſpirit of 
— were but legal ptrathers. M. Cotton antwers, that Ker ceftimony but 
ike that of the Pyche ig to for che Of his init: y. This 
anfwerwould have been ‘farisfrttoty , unleſſe M. Cotten had immediatly in 
termes cleared Miftris Huteheſon of all mention towards himſelf aud his 
miner teſtimony of Mifttis Hatchefons concerning M. Cotton his con- 
fencing: with her in All the tenets fhe had vtnted before that time, was not her teſti- 
thony alone, but all her fel lowert ilfo who were the whole people of Bofton. 
The narriage of that buſineſſe, us it is fet in ſbort ſtoty, and in this vin- 
diert ion Corton hunſelf; fer bis reſufimg of her teſtimony, makes notwith- 
ftandingall his Speeches of her and to het, before the fenrente of ber baniſtiment, of 


a far other ſtrain then were theſe of tis col M. Wiha or any other esther of 
the Miniſters or Mapiftrates, who were | 


1 breit F om and 

itt dottrine, and that after a nights adviſement 
th Fthe Court, arid The next „the 

of the Miniſters did clearly reftifie agiinſt the dangerous fal ſhood Wheel® 
tothe ven Lives ef he mel othe 
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4 
scopleot New-England by the editious Sermons of Wheelwright; V. Cottons. 
had been very advantageous, and was craved by the Gen. 
Court, and obtained from all the reſt of his brethren li 1 notwi ding M. 
Cotton does refule his, but upon two reaſons. Firſt, becauſe he was not pelea With 
his brethren’ when they examined Wheelwrights Sermon, is this te 
phen whole night was given to that deliberation , why. did he abſent 
Secondly ,was not ihe Sermon in writing delivered many dayes before that nig 
by Wheels prigh under his band the Court, to be cognofcent upon ‘il 
‘plealed ong. as they thought expedient?. Thirdly , was aot that Sermon. 
Faft day at Bofton in M, Cotton his conceiveꝰ and 
pare was there any Miniftet.in 2 England fo near, and fo intimely acquainted, 
all M. Wheelwrights dogcine and converſation, as M. Cotton? — though 
M. Wheelwright Was condemned by the Gen. Court, to be banifhed as a moſt 
dangerous, crroscops, and ſeditious — from whom the Trag 


edy 
was feared more then from any other of the hereticks, and all this to the geod li 


iking 
of all the reſt of the miniſters of Nem . Eagland: Nlarmichſtanding A. Cot ton when 
fo eftin this writ he falls to {peak of him, chere is not one word drops from hia 
his canſent to unto, that — 
ee 
alledees for Ant fromm his bret 
about Wheelwrights „is, That he oo Met whether the miniſters of the 
countrey did preach that which M, Wheelwright did call a Covenant of Works, to 
2 of zuſti ſication by acts of But Grit; was M. Cotten. 
ſtranger in Len of the brethren in the 
B04, no ee know the 1 1 tenets of the moſt oſ his le at, 
Bofton, which were yerchelr daily talk, and from thence nude a loud noile in all che, 
land? Sccondly, how did all ae reft of the minifters knoyy without, ſcruyle the do- 
Grine one of another in that Common head, when M. Cotton was ignorant thereof ꝰ 
Thirdly, did not Y: Cotton befide many private conferences on that ſubiect, in the 
face oft the general Aſſembli hear his brethren declare themſelves againft M, 
wright in his debates matter ꝰndtwithſtandi ofall shel 
Ni. , Cotton tehtimony. as abundanily well 


kaow not; to me it W it di > that in 

| * audience af the Sen. Court; and a number of the miniſters 

it was old M. beelmright, that well gear all the minifters were con 

him, in his t of evidencing juftification. b this; well 

importe et she miniſters tere nof contrar ta 


him in that tenet, as both all the campan en: who could theſe 
be but N. Cotton? for ne Lag miniſter ee, nor in he hole land. 


2 ever alledged to be in Wheelwrights mind in that tene ct. 
evarication „ Tbe fixt teftimony I brought from M. Winthrop and M, 

ting, Wheel 72 concerning M. Cotton his total negled, to have any the 
genſure. upon M. Mhpeelwrigbt or Mi- 

mn ot any o 

were ‘wore the prime leaders the third „the pride feducers in 


Cotton anſwera, that their fult was in irate ‘fo cenſunble. 
To this ‘will not repeat my former replies. 


Fot MWheelwright; he was can be 


a . 


egation „ who after thefe 
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“dhe ‘minifters prefene; bad referred: bie 


Church ſtate by himlelés. 


| that neither himſelf nor the Church of Bofton did take Wheelwright for 


coll 
Move 
vas fhe,neyer admonithed for ber prior errors, were they but only in 


AI. Cotton avowes 3¢.Wheelwrights were? That admonition the gots 
pa the yented after the ſemtence oſ her 


e only fort 
and for her grotle living and were 


to 2 
Church of Bofton ſhould they have neglected that duty? I a moft — 


. feditious heretick, tried and found by afi m Court 
the leaſt Accleſiaſtick reproof; when tote — — 


when he hat once gotten the plurality 
2 mall congregation to be for him, does not ihis inconvenient evidence that 
there muſt be a material defect in the congregational diſcipline? Secondly, it ſeems 


in M, Wheelwrights cale, the default was more in the men then in ihe way : for his 


charge acvery little before kad been a part of the Church of Bofton ; and then he was’ 
ceniurable by them : but they to eale themſelves ef the burthen of that proecs, did 
erect that portion of cheir 2 themaft whereof Wheelwright had feduced into x 
by this means making them and their Paſtor Wheelwright’ 
abſolute Iadependent, and uncenfurable by all New England , ot by all the world, 
Thirdly, the chief cauſe why he was not cenlured, feems to have been none of the for- 
mer, but à third, which M. Cotton ingenuouſly here confefle ; to wit, that all 
M Wheelwrights offence was but in ſamę unſaſe and incommodious expreſſions, and 

church Of an Antinomian 

or a Familiſts but a man oppoſite to both. This to me ſetms ſtrange language, that 

‘Wheelwright condemned by the general Court, and all the minifters of New-Eng- 

land, as a man worehy of banifbment for his errors and high fedition , ſhould yet by” 
M. Cotton be ablolved , and only tenderly noted for, ſome unfafe ex preſſions, but 

clear ly of Familiſtick and Antinomian errors, becauſe he did not 

join with M. Gortine, or with Maltsis Hutchefon, when the came to her highcft ex- 
ceſſe, wherein fow of her old. moſt intimate friends were able to follow her. 
Mt. Cotton had much aieed to expreſſe hat of theſe errors debated in the 

he eounts blaſphemous and heretical, and what but only uncommodious 


bea diftin@ly he puts in this laſt order, not only thefe that are near his own five. 


9 — all that vas charged on Wheelwright , whether before the Aſſem- 
y. or Gourt; particularly his making it a covenant. of works, when any thing but 


whether faith orrepemeance, ox any other part of , 18 


made a means of knowledge, to evidence and eur juſtiſication. When this. 


and fuch other of Wheebwrights do€trines, are declared by all che miniſters of the Aſ- 


ſernbly to be ſo ertoneous and dangerous as that in their judgment they call for a new 
and new Goſpel, being fore that old Chrift and the ols will 


‘nor juſtiſie them, how is it that NA. Cotten will have all to be bus faults in expreſſi · 


ons? may this he the Commentary of M. Wells ſtory, where he ſayes that divers 
miniſtera declared theit grief for Wheelwrights doctrine, as if M. Cotton in this alſo 


had diſlented from the rcft of his brethren. Mi ly TA 10 
Cerro Cottons Aniwers for the (paring of Miſtris Hutchefon, 


Saree Poraight deal. 


no more then thefe two or 
me wih MG Kirt, M. Cotten did never ſo much as: adviſe her to put 
fo. far as was known, 
did ever taxe her for them, Segondly, why did never M. Cote. 
blick in his fight , offered bes wo his. 
Ws ile frequently the left the congregation cXample 
rhe like, when he came topreach-or prey? Thirdly., wherefore - 
aa; 


the cénfure 2 


hefe errors 


which came upon ber, wer 
uf rang 
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chine) 


the u | 


pan ob cafes no error, nor any affinity to error, which wie 
but all either denied or 
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fepational 


rc prook, 
he tft 


tu 


of 


mas awayy 
—— thet do bald 
Gude te ef un of the errors 
of fotr, or rather of thar 
and thit᷑ for theſe 


0 


* 


of nitneſſes, the had declared. ber mind of her ant 
— revelatons, of her grievous and 
the aud of the graceleſſe legality of 
3 That in the end of this long Section, AM. Cotton prayer to God fot me, I chang 
fom soy hearts defces had clcar grounds to pronounce to. 
1 tally innocent of all T uid to. his charge, Thefe divers years. I have lived in a corner, 
cervain knowledge of things belonging to thefe trantaBions 
thefe things asl with I might 
| Mr. grief and repentance: 0 
Corrons shat tad 
obftinacy. dependency would not have bcen more 
having recovered um from theſe Iberer eo debate fappok 
Neten had not recovered his ell, or kad be conunucd ob its Gesche 
and: tebubes ftonr tid brettren Synod. | 
tert My mult be w ol ſuck inmy nd repreach, 
a | without 2 t 
1 thst lyer ‘over and ghove 
whtar he Heard Ius and fort! 
Wicht 


nuch for his promife) fom an Enghfh Preacher, who ws 


little ttial clea 


But if che ume 
ſer their la entable woe to be wo true. 


plaet. Chaps 


his * il : 


the diftempers of: New — with more 


fome good wheat, fome 
lat lome tren 


land at the — 


2 the Solemn — and Seereerbe returned to England in 

was Mr. has brother 
Clerk thereof’: he reid me diſtmctly in Worcefter houle, chat M Cotton was 
con ſor Mut bi brethren ot the nod; 


of the — heed inthe 
God, polen of be rom: nothing of 


* 


Had inftituted a. comnparifon bet wiki the x way-of the Brownifts and 


ch of had bre fruits; I aid th: fruit 
2% d 


iu This Fella roa 
— — truth: yet, 


— wit hie. the 


broad; that’ might welt heve extended its 
terms: me tlic duration of bet 
in ſeven years had bor 


to tighty4 had 
et of Sadam, whith hivé 


made 
own 
be upom, thut Broad 


unin ppy ‘plane, y 


bern pleated’ to 
arid profitable 


he reſt of 
the pity i ie, M. 


Maid 


a foundation o 


it had bern much 


jealoufes 
imple hearted · honeſt men were plucked up with the tar | 
te weakm 
I. 


Rope Lſpokee it clearly but of hu 
1 was to Chr ſt the patrociny ot 
that which I count an error. Alfo.while I made the —.— of New-England, 

8 | dat ihe migiſters devotion, it was clear I meant not devotion in the ſenſe of the 
1 New England idolized, , and adored ag 
gods; But I rook the word in the vulgar and ordinary ſenſe, even this, that the Mais 
traces:there fo loved abe minifters., that they openly and qhoartily embraced their 
Con Wey » an advantage which no Browsift to this. day could ever 
in time of my, writing, and to my Own know age: now ia- 
relation to che ones sessional: Divings of che AG, 
For fome * tithe way they 
ald pit but chuſe lig unan though 
they would break the defign of their reſolved filesice: 
| all this was ſpoken in comparifon with the Browntfts whole contraty ſcriptitations had 
-divulged all their divifions,which the Writings ef Iadependents had not done in any 
| fuch degree, they had eccafions large as pregnant alſo as the other. This picce 
6 moſt of the feats of bn Brownifts are re on the houſe tops, and 
et fet on the heads of the higheſt hills, by the hand of their meft eminent friends. 
1 The ucdity, in Way B their holding. 
ase Criſtian ꝓcbplii ſfrbm all Church fellow pe. * 
she> of good Che otton 
1 Independents. mows fhe el make the Inde- 
orlcores opt of Church; (or beard, (e many. who had 
deny vo be fuch : yer when ac che Gift bout Ivold him ther Ef ker 
— | — | 
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20660 ns, whieh took for My Corton hinalelf,; in Ibis he ¢ells me 

3m am miſtaken 5 though M. Mader is now 

| dec thele anſwers, Cotton avowes 
approbation of 1 


The firſt queftion of th — of 614 ta of England. 
whither thegreateft: part of the, Baglith which (without M. .Corrans contradiction) 
made twentie thouſand, were not kept out of all Churches The anlwer which. 


adenyall, but rather a glcat grant of the queſtion, 


to wit, that ‘athe ds which they knew beſt, more then the half of the heads 
families thaſe many children and ſcrvant. 
IT his limitation of heads of families en that they dusft not fay the half of the 
pecfons were admitceds for in every family the children and fei yants in ordinary make 
‘three for one to ihe heads, ſa the mi oF she number . of the heads of 
fannulies with theexclufien of the greater number o of families ſtands 
well with the exclufian ofthe, numbeꝛ of the hee which is beyond my alledge· 

Mr: Cotton Fer this praQile A. Cotton. wills ys to coniider Mi Made 
repeats not ions, and for that end here reprincs cham, which was not needfull ; 
faith fully. — ſuon was only of the fact, and not at af ‘ofits reafons : As 
— which M. Coston here, brings if J had done it in his 


fas. faſhion, he had without dyubt told me of . Befide addition in the 
buch is A. on word ot it in M,Maders, 
the focorid reafon’ hécleasly transhormnes, A, en lad made ix indeed eed according ta 


the Pale ol New England, — camse from old England. after the time 
of trial, many (not as 34. Cotton diminiſhes it ſundty⸗ were excluded from all Chur- 
ches on this ground tha they were carnall, chat is, not regenerate : and the reafon why 
they were accounted fuch, Was becauſe they gave no 8 of being members o 
Chrift;for this the Churck had to rective ihem as membei s. 

V. Cotion diſſembles all — alledged practiſe of excluſion, he makes, 
ſome be excluded only becauſe „M. Mader Lid no ſueh thing; 
what M. Cotton brings would —— A al who will deny but {candalous pero 
fons coming from a farr ſhould be — out of Churches till they have given faus- 
foction ſot their ſcandals? But the queſtion was of many thouſands who in el 
England had lived wirhout all ſcandal, — had been e puted 22 good r 
od of of Church. ordinances any impediment, yet 

which airneſe of prof: flio Dy Want at ica ndal, and addition asa 
reallitie, adeaving af their country, a undertaking a dangereus voyage eyen to 
“a Id for the libertie 
Butas in ths — ſection M. nats fall there behoved to be farther a pofitive offir= 


mation of tiue graceʒitnot being thar deny them to be rly godly, 


it hehoyed to be aſſimed they ; hereof 
hoved to be certain farisfying, ft 

not o alone: Ibit bei of the 


of 


1 0 Sy 
he * 
‘hea 
— 


— to the | 


would not fuffice; 


the pluralitie oft 


— 


- 


C39} 
1 
thouſand of this fort { and ‘proved ; | 
twenty proved st. by their own teftimonies, Confider 
> 
|| 
| 
e 
* = 


| C4] 
wore Mylecond teRtimony was from bl. Lechford , who depened 
: Mai arid 1 that three parts of four in New England were out of all Chutch 
fellowthip, What infamy NM. Cotton taſts on this man; I ana 
nothintz to it; for I Rn N alle of bis cabtesonly ir fams a works 
ind are man maybe be, in a matter of fad 
this fact is according to the principles which M. Cotton avowcs in the fame feétion, 
i ben he tells us that it is not enough to a Church admiſſion that none dare deny a 
; n but that sae we muſt know him to be fo, at leaf in the 
fudgement of charitic; und this, as elſtyi ere its farif- 
to be admitved be true ly ſpiruualofa gol. 
fe, 
By this Charches in Britraine; yen Europe, muſt at once be 
gathered for new Ii ien: into hi ch we fee vilibly, of 
‘tenth ma uid 1 to the holy as 
| themſelvs behoved to be excluded from the benefit of 1 and ſacraments, and 
ildrent fromibaptifene : wins our to God, 
ndependéenty de labour to procure, 
Aly ‘Gute Of his from do be tero eérors : 
| | pen hetwithſte de tells us that none in Nrw. 
| erm — fee not how 
mele things mother the trut h | ndependents 
nets and — or Afwhere; which Ihave proved to be 
(though f Wet pont ) ind poine wich 
te Boe un ‘Hairs breidth from the of . Wilkiams does 
1 thore then Cotton; chit choutahids of petfons irsnationall Churabes areve 
Wanted re TITS; > he Tiyé that 
theta Will tave 
Ber Whit nite We wake be th or William 
be Corton will affure us its otherwayes, I yeild this point ; but as yer 
| 


ed, will nothing at a Nyfor it to this of 
New. "England above twintic thouſund perfonss. 
ir neighbours fo religious at to be admitted members In Iny congrepation 2 

Cotton will aſſert the a tive, I thall over my contradiétion ; 
muſt be pardoned to ayow that which is-vi e in old England and Scotlan . ta by 7 
te 


no his am, one man 


pridciples and practiſe of the ee half but the fix 


0 the propagation ce 


bad exceedin aly 4h she Pagans 
Eng Mr. Cotton this a finfull and ſhameſull calumpy; 
hard, arguments proving them had need to be I Indepen- 
pe further the neglect of preaching aie gan were without ot un- 
con ther 


— for sbey tie she paſtors only to cheir owe rections 
i 


admit not in any paftor a — | 


in paftors to he dutie lies u 

their congregation; ift to tod itg but as. Be’. 
ed men without an) charge, and within their they ſuppole i 8 
be convened a heir dey have any doubs ofthis 
ing of theſe and the like arguments, the can laben 


to others wishout rheix flocks fot theit converfions and that as 
abliged in conſcience to bring in can. to the faith of 
04 if they, be conſtant in that duty I ſhall not much 
te — that practiſe with their 


principles neither meed: 1's for 
the pith ef argument was on thei 


2 Talle none o raft 
| E minded to this day the work of the P 
of partie. though both the Spaniards: and Ho 

90 | 


badd 


| fome thingie that kinds upon this o¢cafion A. Corton, runs out ly: to praiſe 
the labouia of the divines. Iuſe to be 
ture oftheir due —— much refre ſhment of gracious 
Cs trentiſes of diverſe tional diyines, and it is my earneft with they would con- 


tinge inchoate pre e and moft pleaſant labours bur truly rbere was no ge · 
atop given here to Mr. Cotton ot falling out on thac ſub Aran wha here Tam 9 


prayed in tie name ef God io put al} — living in ll the reform 
Chorches sand 0 nts elone, thefe of 
only who belong to. Ven- England and London; have publifhed more treatifes upon 


the werk of convetſiom then all ĩhe other à from would 


the 


» i 
A 
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= 
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Go en to refute fay unjuſt 


the fame time in the Bermudaes, fot my own part, 


— 


— 


ale With 
to Adyance uh 


thy Arete no Word ‘that gave it the leaſt occafion : all that {poke of 
the Independents of the Pagans converfion when pregnint 
thereof had been put in their hand 0 is ſo abfolurely t crue > that ian M. ofton would 
reſute it, he comes but final! (peed in that labour. 

ben examp The meſſeng ers which the brethren of New di ſend 
for the converfion of the pro haue Engl i Chriftians in Virginia 


the ‘amd the Barbadoes; wakes nought to preſent queſtion of the 


Pagans!” Whie alfo'may be thefe convetlions of the Bar. 
baubes and ige, which M. Cotton ſpeaks of, I do not know: 
It thex be. like ta theſe which M White by help and encourages... 
ment, a8 he fay fay€s in his book againſt M, Prin from Ne England, did perform about 
Ido not love them. For M. White | 
fefles there without any circum!ocution , a formal diſſolution of all the: well — 
Chutchés hurches in theſe fyurifhing Tlandss and all the Minifters and Blders renugeition 
of their offices, that out of divers Churches of many chouſands diſſolved, one volun- 
tary aſſociatign of alittle handful might be (et up in a ch: wherein of all cs 


former mimi Refs only, done wa chofen to bea Paftor, and an ther fora tiling Eld 
bur the body of the . kept from all Church Ordinances’, never to be 


mitted to e fit to be in a Chur eh · ſtate, by theſe few who Haid 


diffol ved the wr heaves and caft themſelves in the new Indepen tmule: © 
The only thing that M. Corton brings dere to the 
% intend, igthe of M. Eliot of Hoxburfe; but that’ 
does hor meet my e exceptions ; for N. Elits Hfſt att 
1 tpeaks here of M Zliotz ſubeeſſe with the poor 


dep Theartily it, and for what I hear 

‘this happy work of State 1 b Weck Godyand ad not only with my 

‘poor piirfesiog anyother endeavour in my mean 

wim 5: that With good! 


the 


1 do and weal of the miniſter of New. 
that when thar Churctt had good. as deferced all the Ordinancesy 
fleeing outa ood lawes of New- England into F amiljfme and ſuch other 
hereſies, he Wis labout s fitter ſuhisc grace, then 


they; even ‘the’ farven Pigam. The Lord ot ‘the Barvelt thruſt out man) more 
giaciqus labourers dure that Hid dy and bleſſe theit erideavours; It wee 
good hut weapons ecreiſed one upon anbther, were all 
tut ned fer doing our Lord this und the ‘hike moch more 


lachs brings Lem Revel. v5.87 to perfwades that 


number pf Pagins ob dthers, can 
te time that: A ift be whined and the 

11710 faacie apes guard agi 

“that God ‘has late! in the 
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Certain M. Williams in his lalt peece catches it 
— 


teedily , and makes it one of 
his main grounds to hinder all conſiderable for hrihging iow the Church 
of Chr iſt d Temple, either Jewes. or Gentiles yor ignorant Chriftians rid thar, 
fmoak M Cos points at be wanifhed , and after che Antichrifts ſall ahd che Ice 

reſurtection, M. Williams Apoftolique times be returned I have oft pĩtied thut poor. 
mans ſpirit, and have thought him fitted wich many good endowments for tmineni fre 
vice to Chrift, had not evill principles put hita our of the right * : byt as long agoe 

his errors were many and terrible, fame confequential to bis fx fine, others 
to his next Anabaptiſme , and others to his. preſent woſul [eckings-fo his diverſion 
om improving ot his talent among ihe Americans, I cosietive dt ima great part to 
ye iſſued from his grounds of Independency 5 and ſome other miſconceits on the 
lation, eſpecialſy this in hand which de Jearnedi while he was in ſociety with 

N. cotton, and yet does retain withourany change in cheſe points:: 


X. 


un Mh 
70 SEC T. XVIII. & XI 
che hereſies of England wire cure. 


| 
i thefe rewoSe&ions M.C,takes to conſideration what of the fearful here- 
fies and other evils which attended nd cy in New England is one of the 


moſt material paſſages of my book, and as I conceive M. Cottuns anſwer 10 it is large 
alſo unſatis factory as to any paſſage of the whole. Hereof I am ſo conhdent, that 
Independency did never Without a reply, Lrefer the judgement to ay Readers dis- 
cure but to this day, <tetion who will be at the painsito compare our Weitings.. 
of the bereſies of New- Of New England were, the praiſe of which 
—Englind.. «©. > cured them, muſt be the greater let it be ſo, if two limitati- 
Fons do not fpoile this Sophslmey Fick the evils did ar iſe, at 
leaſt were ſoſtered and increaied by Independency, as much as the parallel evils were 
by Secondly, any cure that was, but by that 
which Independents bad borrowed from the reformed Churches; the power af do- 
Grine , the authority of a Synod, the diligent concurrence of a Chriftian Magiftrate: 
_ what is peoper to Independency, was the great impediment of theſe medicines. genu- 
"Thar the docking of ingle Pftors did neither the rife, dor being daun the 
reign of the ſe here Ges, came from this, that their firengih vas io long in being com- 
bined in an ordinary Claſſe and Synodꝭ and when they had met in their Synod , The 
main marre of their labout was the common: etror of Independency + the dint of 
the divine authoritys was kept off the con{cienee of all the erting perſons : by their 
fall belief, that themſel ves in their corrupt elderſhips and congregat ions, were Chriſts 
{upreara Courts on earthʒ not any of them more ſubordinate and ſubjrtt to the Sy- 
nod, then the Synod was to any of them. Hence it was, that hen the ſtrength ob 
the Synod vs {pent, and it had done the uttermoſt which their Independent prin- 
ciples permitted them, the evil was fo ſar from being cured, ſaſrly, fpeedily, 
renork; 
{piriewall 


and effectually (as M. Cotton does ſpeak) that it remained ſtill in its full 
and if the Magiſtrate had not put to his hand , to do that which in 
matters, many of the congregational way de no tell us is a plain uſnrpation, 
and a fireching beyond she line of the Magittrate, eren ute thei 
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the Magiftra 

ning OF that todted evils: Ic has raged ince in Nen Pliznuth as much 

So in diversplactwolthcit far plantacions withour the patent of the Bay, whether the 


infeed pe 


chich in Ne Eng land was but ſprinuled with (ome Presbyterian water, exceedingly 
weakned with 


What bere ho ſpeals of 


dalaus 


ad been tell us) ſos purpoſe yet, When they and 
Deen in theie way, they were far from the cu- 
as everz as ale 


to both 


did retite. Yea, to our woful ex guid the great lamentation of 
perfons of wt ever mind in che dominions, we have ſeen the fire 


ptadem ith ingredients, to'hive broken up again in old England 
devour ite Hime, which: makes havock of all, without the 


Lard been do op ie 


re, and in his’ 72. 
t. it is the mind and 
‘ in New England , to 
totheir Presbyterian , yea of 
ayes blameleſſe; if fo they defire to Jive peace- 


bf 
liberty to enjoy peacca- 
r more differ ing from them: , then 


congregations in 


picked the way of the Separatifts 


him would be pleafed: to clear and make pra- 
joyning with Pr and other teſormed 
Churches, ſo chat ihe t ld might {ee it were not words; but a real and cordial aſſu- 
sance; thatthey minded not th diffolucion of our Churches, nor any ſeparation from 
to exp ftom the Lords Table ignorant and ſcan- 
tions’, andi to pragtife our terial government according to Gofpél 
sples; if this were made ſure, I know it would clear many milapprehenfions, and be a 
fais beginning | 


might bo fer up in their places. 
~y T6 Mc Corton and his 


have 


ofa 2 concord, But while che Lords indignation be over, I 


| in a moſt — — 
rene 
At hopes of Cotton itt his 90. sage’ has one paſſige which makes 
Independents , haue 
and deſpaire. 
Epiſcopal principles 
4 ably cee hem r ORG wath) wen, Whether as conſtant 
menabers, or in pafling. 
love not Bpifcopa} principles, neither Independentiſme; but I am ſure if theſe of 
which I conceive here M. Corton 
does dec brethten in New England, it mighe 
| have been a fair ſoundation of much love and add prevented much miſchief, 
which oß late hath tumbi ed do wn upon nations from the eyill founs 
tain of our diftords : But L y, ot what: hopes ſlall I con · 
ocive of peace, motwithttanding of all the fir appear cts, Which ſometime do drop 
3 ca, fach appearances as (in my rath 
| unconſideruron). h ofter then once par me te the very gates of a fools paradiſe, 
1 L remember be Apologetick narration of | 
1 blyany bereot yea in 
any not fuadament their con 
we ol the dynod did : notwichſtanding all thete fair 
others, when ever it came to the point of actual joyning with us, I did nevex ite, nor 
2 eren heard ofthem would’ be induced either to be Hſficer or 
somber in any of duribeft ralod congret itionsʒ but when iv comes to 
1 péremptori perpetually pragtifed a gathering of Churches out 
oar che 3. la@ile it DS world farsi 
1 


17 


‘tayeno be ofany accommodation among any, but I am filléd with fear of the 


prog rents, and increafe of curſed diviſions. 
— — — — 


Conoerding the more effectunl proceedings of Presbyteriat 
errors chen Independents have uſed, or by 


N the twenty of this’ foi long 2 Chapter, Mi Cotton be puts de do 
anſwer what better or other diſcipline have ufed 
“again the like herefies, then the Congationals in New England did practiſe 2 
The Presbytery in by-gone Lanſwer, that no diſcipline, where the Lord in anger 
time bas proceeded ina farre ‘tires his power, 18 able to cure the ſmalleſt emergent 
zerter and more Juccesfull, enormity in any Churchz but wirhall it is evident, chat 
way then Independency a- whereever in the Lords mercy the Presbyterian diſci- 
gunſt her eſie „ and every. line has gotten leave without impediment, to put 
emergent cull, forth its vertue, and readier 
F way with all contingent evils, then Independency 
where it prevailes, can permit to be uſed. The Churches of France and Stit/and 
have been tried with the beginnings of dangerous both hereſies and ſchiſmes; but by 
the bleſſing of Ged on their Claſſical government, they took always fo quick courfes 
‘therewith, that ſuch wofull confuſions as thefe of New-England were never heard of 
among them: fometimes indeed the diſcountenance of the Magiftrare , marring the 
es to cxercife their diſeiplme, did put them in hazard of great enough mnfor 
der; but when che Lord removed that eroſſe of the Magiftrares disfavour , the fote- 
named Chorches mak ing ule of the divine ordinance of Presbytery, came alwayes to 
a quick end of their diftempers, That thus it his been in by-gone times, undeniable 
9 — ong it out of queſtion. To declare the wayes which gracious divines in 
theſe Churches did uſe co prevent imminent, and to remove incumbent evils, would 
require 2 far wiſer and more comprehending hrad then mine. Only to that which 
M. Cotton objects, as it were againſt the poflibility, at leaſt probability of ‘any bettet 
proceeding among Presbyterians, then were theſe of the congregationals in New- 
England, I offer what for the 
> — qucftion is, if Presbyter ial government in 
New England would have hindred the of all 
monwealth into the boſome theſe heret ick and erroneous perſons within: e Choren ? 
of the church. To this M. Cotton anſwets, Phar Presbyterians excluy- 
3 “ding ftom the Church no member of the Common · 
wealth, would have admiteed them all. But M. Cotton might have known’ that’ this 
was far from Cut Way; we maintain that it ſhould be our care and ſtudy to have all the 
mewbers of the Commonwealth fo qualified, that they might be admitted to 
Cburch- fellow fhip, as ĩt was ever in Iſrael: but withall, if out labour prevail not to 
— a fovightly qualified, we teach that it is our duty to hold them out, even all 
lous'and groſſely ignorant perſons, at their firit offer to enter, and to caſt 
them oat When they have crept in, if they will remain ſuch; as for heretical and er- 
toneous pet ſons, we hive conſeſſions of faith and covenants under ſollemm onthes 
and ſubſeriptions, whereby We keep theſe off from ettring, and purge’ them out if 
entred: thisis the avowed way of came ſhort of its fra. 
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Rice, it ſull be out acknowledged infirmity, but not ourdefendederror, 

I be ſecond queftion is, whit we could have done with hereticks who denied their 
hercfie, and it could not be proved againft them by two witneſſes? Anfw.Qur 

muy in fuch cafes is this; if a perſon fall under the fufpicion of herefie; the miniſter 

preſently deals with him in privates if he give no ſatisfaction, and the ſlinder grow, 
Deniers of fi rant the miniſter calls him before the congregational elderthip, 
landers that he may clear himfelf of the exrort imputed to him: if 

Pe” for all this the ſuſpiclon remain, the perfon under ſlinder muſt 


ret ge an tig clear himſelf by his oath from the alledged error, or ſubſcribe 
3 


„ che contraty truth, and promife to ab in from the 
ol all who are known to be guilty of thefe errors: if the congregational elderſhip be 
negligent in their duty, the parcy ſuſpected is called immediately before the Clailical 
Presbytery, to perform there all we ſpoke of; if they refule to anfwer and obey, af. 
ter a convenient time of a meek and wile dealing with them; they are excommunica- 
ted, the reft of the Church members are diſcharged to keep fellowthip with them. 
If this or che like courſe had been taken with the hereticks of New England, the le- 
ven of a few had not fo quickly infected almoſt the whole lump. 
I!) be third queftion, when a Congregational elderthip is ſuſpected to be remiſſe in 
‘The excéllency of doing their duty, what can be done more then to call a Synod, 
the difcipline of tbe ot to cognoſce upon the alledged errors, and to exhort particu- 
—— Churches lat congregations to cenſure ¢rroncous perfons? Anſw. The 
beyond tbar of the Presbyterian diſcipline does oblige to much mare then all 
ludependenis. tdhisz it bas a ftanding Claflis, which is not to be gathered upon 
occaſion of a con but does meet 
weekly to fee that there be no neglectz and if any be found, they do not only exhort 
the negligent to amend, but ren A cite the perſon under ſlander to an · 
{wer before the Claſſis: and if the Claſſis be negligent , there is a ſtanding Synod, 
which meets ata knowne time, once at leaſt in the half year, which cites offenfive 
perlons, whom the congrcgational and claſſical elderflips have overſeen: There is 
Alſo a ſtanding general Aſſembly which once a year or efter, fees to all neglected 
ſcandals of life or doctrine in the whole land, and in the négligence of other inſeri- 
our Judicatories, takes immedite courſe with them it ſelIl. 
O caſionall aſſemblies before they can meet, the cauntry may be infected ſo farre, 
that the time of cure may be paſt; and when they meet for meer advice, ouly to intreat 
⁊ corrupt elderſh p to cenfure their corrupting paftor, or any infected people to depoſe 
their feducing elders, all their labour may be to little purpoſe; as the Synod of Mr. 
England ſound it iu the caſe of M heelwrigbt. Though che Magiftrare did baniſh h m, 
vet the Church could hot cenſure him, nor can they cenfuré any erroneous petſon 
who has gotten a plutalitie of a ſmall cougtegation infected, unleſſe it be by the 
new invented cenſtre pf Non · communion, wherewith any cancenfure, 
Church unive:fil,as well as any Orchodox Occumenitk Syaod cam cenlure 
The difcipli We are miſinſormed, if divers of the brethren, of New Eng- 
New land, have not found in cheit own. experience fo fenGble det. 
very defettive. here in the ir dilcipline, tbatthcy are not ſo averſe as fometimes to | 
have it refetmed. What an ppinefle hid it been both fo: the 
Englifh and Scut tiſb Nation, if Synods had been o. dinary inMew England;and pe: ſons 
obitina “ai very errors, which the ſtate lawes had condemned, after all neceſſi- 
M dealing, had been by them excommunicate? fuch a Synodick cenſure upon thohead 
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of many damnable heretiques, which their edugregatons {pared till they had 
ated much of the ev y perpetrated by shent,and lik 

many of their 


in 
* 


=, — 


2 Of che noveltie of Independeney, 
| PT following Chapters of hl d en are not oppofice ro any particular paliges 
- | 1 of my book, if you except a few by-words, but fall v pon ditoun fe of t xb : 


tiquiri¢ and fruits of i epee government,which concerne not me to meddle 

9 fince they are profeſſed to be againſt my writing, I thall ta ke ſome ſhort fur- 

How Indépendency is Upon what grounds I rake Independency reall Brmniſime, 
2 5 and yet a way By it felf, brought downe by M Robinjon to that 
different from it. which the parties themlelv es call à Semi, but I a es th 
NA tion, I have ſhe wed in ſundry places of my book;which if Mr. 
cotton will take leaſure to examine, he ſhall have my th ini es ſor it. 
Tat our Claſſicall Preabiteries and Synods are no more ancient then humane epiſ- 

f copacy, M. Cotten will be content that we ſuſpend our beleif hereof till in his doctri - 
nall part he have made this out againſt all the ‘reformed, a little better then the Se- 
parat iſts before him, the only authors of that tenet, have yet been able to doe. . 
That Jadependency was inſtitute by Chrift Matth. 18. and 1 Cor. q. is promifed 
to be proved in the examination of what I bring fiom ſcripture to the contrary, I 

Spade bot er- What biought here againſt the powet of Synods. over abſent 

— congregations, is but — : for M Cotton 

} gregation: knows that Presbyterians doe not giant the abſence of congre- 

rou gations froma Synod, reprefenratives fit 

chere, in fuch a convenient number as the congregation hive agteed unto: The Synod, 
is not any extrinſecall and heterogeneous but an intrin{ecall and homogeneous 
the lubordinate of nhoſe and elders alone it 

What M. Cotton here intends to prove, nut the meeting at Jeru ſalem is no paterne 
or the power and juriſdiction of * Synods is all — all the reformed 
hurches have pt &iſed is the vety tenes of the Scparatiſts againſt the minde and 
ptactiſe of all oer Chriſtians of old and late ; herein none Dknowjoyne with 
them but the Belgick Arminiansʒ and chat but ‘atter sheir deſpaite of dj noda, as ve “a 
may fee in his head De Sd 
Synod of Jeru- he firft difference which Mi. Cotton brings betwixt the Sy- 
falem a pattern of nod at Fernſalem end ours, b, thas ix was only occafionall, an ths 1 
fet well accident Of the diſſention at Antioch While as ours are fetand 
ordinary. M. Cotton bimmſe li grants that beſide diſſention 
any particulat Charch whiebihiddees 
the progreſſe of the golpells may. cecaſion the call of i Synods As theſe td etmer- 

gents gave good and di ö 


ivine ground for calling of a Synod, fo the like occaſions of 
zvill, and furthering good in particular congregations by mutual help, falling 


ants 
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the flagiti 
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but frequently and jordinarily, makes a divine right to all frequent and ordinary 
Synods according to owne groumds . 
new ville But M. Cotton here findes out a new rule & new divine 
Synods deſtro es the 8 5 preſcriplon from Revel. 2. in cale of male admin iſtration 
dof J 1112 * cor any other evill emergent in a congregation; that letters 
vils, and no Synod be called till om refufall of neigh urly admonition a —.— 
occaſion for callin 4 Synod doe appear, See whether prettie fine conceptions will 
lead good men! I his new sul Peres 
England and Arnhem (che only two which Independents ed to this day 
but it everrsche Synod of Ferufalem it {elf. Were the Churches of Antioch, Bo 
& Arnbem(in which the evils oceafioning the Synods did arife) admoniſhed by letter 
from neighbour congregations and did they. refuſe the admonitions they got, that up- 
on their obſlinacy, the neceſſitie ef calling a Synod became evident to all the vicinitiess 
wann ond difference betwixt Ferufa and ours, 
23 95 which M cotton urges, is, that in the one the whole. Church were 
nod. & determinating members, in the other only the elders. 
I would know of M. Cotton, if he will ſtand to this Brown 
iſtick & Arminian way of aſſemblies, what he can fay for the Synod of New England; 
were all the Chrches there or any one whole Church conſtituent members of that Sy 
nod ? did any voice with the elders but ſuch as were deligate and had their particular 
commiſſions? Does M. Cotton think that all the t ds, yea the Myriads that 
vere members of the Church at Feruſalem, could fit and voice with the A 
that Synod in one private roome? for a publique they had none; this will be a fine 
way to annul that one Synod, which New England +e its great good enjoyed, and to 
I. Cotton everts Lbe third di is, that the Synod of Ferufalem did only 
Ancient Synods, declare, but ours doe alſo cenlure. Anſw. Did not M. Cotton 
canſider that the Synod of Feruſalem could not juſtly cenſure 
baying ſoumd no tran 
and to have appointed: cenſures upon the fu 
heen ſitting for them. However it a that M. Cotton lays downe a fair ground, 
ous and ſeditious heretiques ſhall be put in ſafetie for ever from 
all hazard of any cenfure. The heretical paftors ownelittle flock, for the pluralitie 
fuppale; them to be ſeduced, as it was in A. Wheel-wrights cafe, all the world beſide 
has, no juriſdiction over him: The cenſures which were inflicted on Arrius Neſtorius, 
Macedouius » by the ancient Counce lls, on the Arminians by the 8 
e 4 in the he fourth difference is, That the Synod of Feruſalem had 
Synod of Feruſalem the | of infallible guides. How oft 
teft le pa- have the Byowniſts been told that the 
for the exampl of other 
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M. Corton! think will not ‘om 
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though a place might be found for tanta and “a 
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populi frequentiam 2 if | 

un to ſuch monſtrous impoſſibili- 
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with 

“Surely in the very place bere by M. Cotten, the Cen- 
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nds sia on hy to re ?! and how is i that M. Cotton and his 
| friends 


as 


18 tr 
ex communicate: ** Cotton acknow — in two cauſes, andreproves it, Bur 


ld. be of Nice, Conftan- 


be Oecumen 


eſel and th A, and ſuch 
ticks ¢ s this 141550 dane of — learning? hwe they! 
40% footftep before them in this bokdneffe ? 


un his rule congregitional? Was the people of 


tha num 
C fo Church; erg, that a good | 


not have a eee In their religious fervices? In 
be of it is a Synod of Carthage did éxcom- 
fenpets of Novatian', when Cyprian was preſent, and Pteſi- 
Tittle befare ‘eX bad firſt and arch- 
‘Reine, —— tive — 4 carthage; and that wich 
ugh M. deed, Ya in t places cited by’ 
Cyprian 5 it appears, 
and alway¢s conferit of that 
the meeting of the Elders , Vet. 


Kulte in any: by- gone 
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For the good rules shas old England hath yet aed of pan 
more impartial Judge of wha 
among us then this preſent age, and the —— 


Cottons Treatiſe of the holinieſſe of Churc 
fell in In it, Te 
ft another thee 
for which ¢ 


© it an obligation. 


I do not reply I count it needteffe this thie 
1 0 cerns my part in that bock, the ef parts of it be- 
Ienging to M Rutherford I doubt not but in 

time be fhall give ſuch fatis tion to what either M. Hooker NM. Cotton has replied 


. | to his arguments, that I ſhall need to fi no more in that caule; only on fuſt 
| of chat Treatiſe, thefe few notes | 


M.Cotrons 1. That M. Cotton in bis of hie f. pag. 20, 
ating 21, a3: does fo ſtite the qu betwirt ch. on 

| on, agrees the and the Independents’, In the great ind tit which f ule to 
controverſie. count the gresteſt head heir diffirence, thit ‘their needs be 
no diſcord all, but a fall conicordince ma- b hed in this main 

controverfie, upon (uch a fearing of the queftion; for all that M. Cotton ſeems to re- 
Wire ina Church member, is no more then that which is :hé prot Hed doctrine and 
Practice of che Church of Scotland ind 28 think of Holand and France and other 
reformed Churches : to wit, chat younger ones bapt red in the Chuich, b.fore che- 

vo the Lords Table be and give in 


X> of the good fruits of Ind in Engl 
Lwich — 


much grace 
may incr eaſe there : But what eyer good has bee been or ſhali be in Mew. 

Poke take it o have another root then that of I yea ea — 
— up from among them , am forcharitable as to that thei ‘Good fruits 
wo quickly much mera ad th their eyill diminith, | POF 
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honour and fa vuur. 
* for when cher any of my Wultings are taker by thar Re 

vine to Bis fo ferio 111 
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&crior trials any are to — 
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Table when i in po- 

= or ſcandalous, and obftinare j in 
seek and prudent order the beer 


chem not, at 


ay “Presdye 
(came not to 
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and chat, for miſtakes of 


den he oft an carneft de 
that M. Cotten comes 17 


the uttermoſſ of all tha Fallal hin 
ade; even to that which Lealled 
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Ir. Fuckny (by the reftimony ulſo I finde in the faerie dedicatoty 
given to that pecple, it ſeems M. Cotton in this is in my judgement) that the Church ~ 
of Bon is one of the deft reformed giddons inal — 
of our Presbyterian wey. Notwit M. Coton avowes ance Mny lying on bs 
confcience; not to dare bor tbe terreis of God to joyne will. that Church z and thut 
for two impeiliments alone, Wh ch he counts common to all tke P eabytetians in the 
world. It is n Balvo at all io me, but rather a making of his (chifme worle, that he 
will not have his to joyne with ſuch a Church as Boffon, to beealied any m- 
pat ation, and that he will not „ Whole larger conſciences pemmù 
ro joyre. Theſe and ſuch orher mitigations help no thing ot all : for 
Church is with which you cannot joynt, the fewer and ſma ller the cauſes are of your 
When M. Cotton profi Chrift to be the author; the gatherer., che planter of that 
feparate congregation, which wpon fach of conſcicnee as hese 
he avowes to neceflicate not to joyne with the old Pres ) 
| there, it is clezr-tomerhac he alot, and avowes here his allowance of 
dependent Churches ot of the belt Presbyrerian Church in Ang lend, or in the 
wo.id's and chat all the members of thefe ne mode led Churches, dus ht to beallow- 
cd aſter M. dr ine and » to avow that on the cenviction of their 
confcience from the terrors of God they cannot live a8 fficers or mere in any 
vf che beh reformed rons; and chat in b's and their jpadgemenc 
all the Presbyrerian’ congregations to be difldlved, chat they may be put ima 
bener frame,thougithey tan allow others to be in 2 different jmgmiemt. 
Conan) de, ch note is, chat hat M. (on my miftake in 
pat not peoue,, ſerting downe che fare of the feemes yet io me to be 
chat Lmiftate the no mittake at uff: for my flaring end debut ig af the que- 
. ion really theme wich and in whem 
ing of the flare of the qurſtion, I proved it by from alla of cheif 
ofthe Independent partie ro which N. Cotton does offer no Thirdly, the mine 
things Lyut in the xe of che queftion M Corton inthis very boc does jull ibe, Pur 
The ¢ prof ſſton R 
cquive in Chorch member, Independents doe adde tive und sce, 
very exprcile along ‘afl fiis bock (ſ% farre 2s ec neertes che gement und 
true apptehen bon of all whonrthe trial} ef that matter dots conte c) for the der- 
11 taintie of uue grace in the per ſones tryed, no Brow nift Was wer alledged ve de- 


What ſetondly T faid of their requiring evident convincing and fitis: aBory 
cle Mall their chrtiradle difeerning’ of true “grace be tar on 
conbineing “fignts, frist to rheir dune jud geren im the 


bat thirdly I put in the qucflion, concerned the peoples ſatisſa ction in che tre 
gtace of all to Wi. Corton is clear etiotgh in the power of 
people, as well as the Officers in admitti of members, of d 
in admiffion and cafting forth, as 87 hs 
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. Canverlion by che préaching of private men; and che tener, which I {aid I knew a 
if any Socinian maintained; to wit, the conve ſion of men only without the Church, 
and of none within the Church, fo far as Chriftian j ould | 


geal 


It exp, 
made it 
ent debate do clear 
juſtifies ity as appearsinmy 


fourth point which I put in the 

-ency of ſeparations from Churches — any another way 

principal ingredient in the controverſie, as my arguments in the 

Powever, be it as it will, M. Cotton here abundancly . 
obſervations. 


A. Corron i more My fift note, is, that M. Cotton is very ready Cin a way 
veady andl tart enough) to catch my contradictions, where there i 
I conceive ; but ſmall cauſe: of this kind I offer 
|» three inftances, to his own rcview. . Firſt, in his page 30, f 
I had faid chawhis argument did drive to the erro: of 
nus, the Apoftafic of the Saints; which how well is yet cleared , I do not here de- 
bate; only ftill he avow. a, that all the mernbers of a viſible Church, many whereof _ 
unqueftionably go to hell, are to be reputed truly juftiftified , ſanctiſicd, and eter - 
na y elected to grace and lory. I {aid it drove farther to the error of Socinus, who | 
#feribed the eonverſion offoules to the preaching of private men only, who had 
no Paftoral charge) or if to Paftors, yet to them not'as Paſtors, but as private gif. 
ted men: I Gid allo that his argument drove to a farther error then what either Ar. 
minius ot Socinus did en intain ; even to this, that all converſion af ſoules was per 
ſormed without the Church, ſince all within the Church were ſuppoſed by him to be 
really converted before their entry, at leaſt before their admiſſion to the Lords Ta - 
ble. How M. Cotton looſes theſe knots, l do not here enquireʒ for all that I point at in 
this place is, the ſote eenſure he is pleafed to put upon the way of my reaſoning; be 
pronounces me tranſported with the heat of diſputation , he avowes that I and my 
being ready for ought he kno es to receive all into the bo- 
e of our Churches, whom the In reſuſe, have more communion with 
Arminius and Svcinis then they: It is ſtrange to him that I fhould fay they learned 
their tenets from Socinus , while yet I prof: fle I know not if Sociam or any of his ſol- 
lowers did ever maintain fuch tenets: how tranſported foever i had ben, yer che 
meaſure ſeems hard for my ſake to have caft ſo deep reflexions on the 1Cformed Chur · 
ches, as haying any communion with Arminius and Socinus, and as being ready to re* 
ceive all whom the Independents refufe: the matter here ( fo far as I know) being 
utterly falfe,as M. Cotton loves to fpeak 2 alſo the fathering on me ſo flat a conrra- 
diction, where there was no appearance of any, whence can it be proved? The tenet 
which {aid they borrowed from, I meant they followed the Socinians in; to wit, 


judgement and apprehenſion e 


extend, not bi ing the fame, but clearly diſtinct tenets and different iens, and 


Secondly, M. Corton pag. 41. makes me agiin tranſported with the heat of diſpu- a 


tation, and will have me by the hand of God put on to oppofe my ſclf as well as 0 
madvetfary. . Now fol what is this terrible cenſiue ?: J che of the 


Independents to admit to Churchrmemberthip,noné but thefe who were judged to be 
ness did not cemcetn the reformed Churches, and yet did tend to diſturb che 
matter in my words, and open ſenſe, clearly true, as many then conceived , and how 


alee it wia their : yes. The cafe of admiffion of members, might well concern Ame- 
rias and em Exgland, where new Churches were erected of ftrangers , and new- 
come - in paſſengeis, bus formally and rationally chis cafe did not concern any of the 
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gmapaged by the that really, vi tual N. viüibly,. 


neeeſſity of ga 


blindneſſe to oppe 


exety one 


mei a Paradox, fince no charity made she A es change their jud 


lef and a Gngular of that univerfal, as Socrates is of hem, of che fame holineſſe, 


— — 


be gathered and * as in New-Ejzland, — this de bate was fo 

endeth 
to the diflolution of all ihe reformed y importing their viticus — Aan and 2 

e ne Churches out of them, and aſter the Inde pendem model: 

alſo icUs diene fo¥ all on wh the Jess toabſtain 

id anfoeved the beſt of th there here anys fo grofi con- 

om en in it a tran{portation of mind, and a divine hand inflicts g 2 judicial 


e my ſelf as wells ady (aii 
che my adve. ſaties, does appear? What needed 


Thi dly, M. cotton in his 48. page notes me the third time; as a man tranſported 
with the heat of coptention and miſguided zeal, as afer ibing not only chat which was 
not his but which I kntw was not his; and for what is this-high eenfure, and 
falthood fe peremptorilyfaftened upon me¢ In one place I fay, that M. Cotton af= 
firmes every member of a viſible Church is in truth and l beleiver and 
Saint; but in rae — fay, that M. Cotton affirmes every member of each 
Choureh is in fice be beleiver.. The ſu ſt „ fayes M. Cotton 
the ſecond de jure, betwixt which there is a * ſſerence to this I 

ken before; only now I adde, thar M. Cotton contracts and makes nartower 
the feb this according to his diſtinction I ſtood the ſecond 
S the firft , onely de fadloʒ for as he grants, neither he not I, nor any made 
ever queſtion de jure all our queſtion was of that which the members of the 
Chorch were, and in fallo were to be to us, and to gr d de- 


theit Chriftian, charitable, and approved judgement. 
Mr. „ * Sixth note, that mala cand 
anſwered. IL alledged 


ion; is not to my ſenſe here we 


the New T eſtament, did not at all judge not conceive in r t ead all 2 
hom they admitted to be membets of Churches , were reall 
Saints. ement of Chriftswhich lone wa — 
in the argument, tot ement EE r 
¥ {poke nor and for the Apoſtles, judgement, of the Corine 
thians , he will have them to e y, real and fincere beleivers, 
nit theſe whomthey knum and publickly avowed to be guy 
of open inceſt, of drunkennefle at the one ot fundamental crrors: this t 
had of: the members of the viſible C burch, grounded upon Chrifts 
That many were called, but few chofen. That which M. 
neous part ef the Church inviſie 


of verity 
words and clear Scripture 
cotton here addes, that the vifible Church is a homoge 


dection and grace as. is the other, will not (I doubt) be approved of all his 


Yi ase 


the with M. Cottonsimpag- 


ning the very commen marme of all be Schools, Popith and Proteſtant, Theologia 
Symbolica non ativa. le na of M. 
tons divers nai and if it be not well looked to, — become an occaſion in him 


and others of many farther deviations, But I break eff this Poſtſcript, eller 
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letter to me was caeful ly cany 
had Hreſolved not to anwer 


| 

Ecclefiaftick court can I call a? Thets pucker 
ati you had a” 


> is there in | 
| of my appeal?in this then Jam 


Right Reuerend Sir. | 
sorted from me this ing youa man of conrcntion (ag you proſeſſe 
| you, aud to let you en joy that which it fcems 
| 2 I for my part had the lame mind. — ve 
bby my Reverend colleague M. 
B you fhould have printed itʒas chen you now have executed j 
Zut while as yon are not content with the advantage of this my re bel 
4 trueandtawfill fupetiors, the provinciall Syned of Glafgow and aſſemb — 
fapet nod of Glafgo y 
landy when thus yon force me to fpeak, if what. fay, tmuly and modeſily 
not very to inne no difplesfure. you may 
to me, but your whe by too gent importun itie hart extoꝛtei 
againſt me before to fe 
minifferialf charge, Sher your doubs there | 
determination, if I were neceſſitate to apy 
4 Wan to which you would commis the d : 


pronounce any 
you, J offer theie 
2 world againſt 


both our a 
rightcous judgme 
M-TombsRiddles, 


no fuch capacitie. 2. How by veriue of covenant you are red to „e 

baptiſme and the cafting out of the Church all Ch iſtians in the I@e ofBrittaine,yea of 
the whole wceld, who adhere to their infant baptiſme, till of new after aright and 
true baptiſme they become members of fome 3 congregation: that the 
folemne league and covenant obliges you te ſuch doctrine, few, if any, in 

Scotland doe yet beleive, 3 How you can ſtand a true cevenanted Presbyterian,who 


et will not joyne to any congregation in England, but of to thoſe whom we call A na- 
apud going on allo to the ourmoft line ot Eraftianifme, either abolithing or put 
ing in the hand of a magiſtrate, all Ecclefiaftick diſcipline; yea putting not only 
lick preaching but the adminiffration of both Sacraments in the hands of private 
hriftians ; and the ‘celebration of baptilme in the hands of men yet unbaptized 
themfelyes. How theſe and many more fingularities can be maintained by you, and 
notwithftanding of all you can be a true covenanted Presbyterian, or as you exprefie 
it better, a Chriftian Presbyter and covenanter, it will paſſe the thallowneffe of ma- 
ny capacities in Scotland te make theſe things ftand well together, 


ee your Epiſtle to M. Rutherford, I think you much mif= 
eln fe of our pam: : » while you ſuppoſe that the pamphlets of this | 
phlets. 8 py time, and among the reſt yours & mine will ever be looked 


. upon by after ages; Dream not that ſuch as ours will 
fo long efcape the teeth of che blatts pa ph me the chops of . —.— and bales 
uſes fuch Rich conceits of our wii ings befeem not our ſelves unleſſe with crowes 
and apes our rere too * 4525 caufe our ewne. 
| in every line (I mean ingly oft) you lay up- 
8 on me falfe criminations, it would be junk fe I 
maledicency. ceived that long agoe n had become your ordinary dialect, uſed 
all your men of grace, learn» 
ing, and other reſpects much my berters : ſo permitting you the uſe of that language 
| wicrin you hav now habituated your ſelf, I ſhall let it goe,as words evaporating im 
* zune The heavy charge of blowing the bellowes of theſe warres 
Mr tombs hich have wafted tke whele Ille, I dot novo much won: 


| Cotton der that you fay oft upen your op ſites, as that fhould 2 
have the to write it M, ‘Rutherford flout 
hien fo when you baye a little flattered him 


For 


d | wet, 
4 : ~ by > * 
10 ¢ 

3% 


9 ata great loſſe t you have to whom you may thrice a year at healt, yea oncea werk Or 
forteight, make an, addreffe for all the wrengs which any minither in Scotland has 
; daouvne or ſtull doe unto you: but J would heartily thank you, if ye would informe 
in what Eccleſiaſtick court of the world I may have the like reaſon of you. 
However, for the better information of my „ before 
fentence aga inſt me, ſor all the wrongs you alledge I have done 
Animadverſions upon the charge and proofes you have printed to 
mezlet any equitable ) udges you will, be but at the paines to read & 
1 and I am not much anxious for the conung forth of their 
Only I chink it will be hardly conceiveable, how you ca 
write your {elf to the nationall afferably of the Church of Scots 
land,a Chriſtian covenanting Presbyterian, and yet in this fame paper refuſe to ace 
knewledge that aſſembly for any true Church, but devolve your complaint into 


ability to 
* 


you have prepared an anſwer to my — os rt a 


from God to preſſe that fame ground 


* 


— 


— 


| 


For whatyou here (peak bf Regiw, Ind me, in 
pone, lay itexpreficly on your greater o „the Affemblies at 
etm and Edinburgh , in hoth which M. Rutherford was an eminent member, | 
who both tm Pulpit and Pref has given as much encouragement for our armed de- 
ace againit all Prelatical, Malignant, and Sectirlan, as am Mini- 


er yor 
Honorins il he be thé Dutch Divine he is called, 1 doubt nothing of his 
goed anſwer for all his ations and Weitings; to any who cafes to 


M. Edwards ; hina mol honeft mm many have fetatched a little the 
skin of his „ bur to this day (ſo fac as! know). not one has Given to any of 


his Treatiſes at Gulficiens 
You namealfo M. Cotton; he indeed did me a greater favour then you haye dont; 
ſome leafes to anſwer, to which in 


for of my Diſſwaſive 
A iven fo good ſatis fact ion as I could. But when you woul 
write col he ome Diffwafive , you are not pleaſed ro meddle 
with more of it then one ight not hare neg 
ner of fo {mall 2 recurſor, page 77. chat 
i that as yet you could 

not get it printed. Would not all men have N filence till that ur writing 
likewife had come out ? u have foreed me his 

you make a — to the ies of Scot- 
forced to do. Bat as for M. Cotton, 
be a you have but a little bettet opinion ot him then of the igt your op 
fires. In. your przcurfor, page 67, for the felid and writin t publithed 
againk our faith of Anti pedobaptifme, you print him as very ridicalous 1150 abſutd 
as if he had avowed, tlat it was from the devit to pre ern aptiſt and 
feme of erery Ordigahes ihe We of God 3 but that it was 
againſt Papiſts and Prelates, M. cotton may 
pot ſome day for prefenting bim on your ftage , 
But leaving pou come 


— — 


a point? 


— 


| Crimination, 


5 That Mr. ‘Tombes excludes all the Infants of eden from the 
Coveman of G. ace, as much as the Infants of Turks and Pagans, 


‘Tombs makes biofelf * way of Preface. in the firft words you lay upon 


nea very heavy crime, that I made it my 
. pes 1 not to cleat the truth, bus co make my ad odious: 
deep charge thould not have — 0 without 
good proof. And what proofhere is po who but God anda mant 
heart knowes what ĩs in his purpofe? hat — his hyuſineſſe in his works? The 
faden of ide truth in All y writings, I am ſure is my peerence before the world, and 


beſtne God my true iatention ; foc omking any men odious J know ſhould 
it more ‘ou profeſſe abborre my witings and the Writings of your 


oth radvtriaries. Pracurf paz. 83. 
* intended over all may Diffwative to lay out as in 3 table 
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if Emay be 


ſhould have 


— 
in ſome 


cher emia 
whole, hen 


erroneous mens whole way was clearly Pad tral 
it would either be repented for by the Authotis sor diflikea by the followers ; 
beholding clearly the beginning, middle, and end of the whole by parh, wherein. 
to dealt with you in one of my: 
drawing 
you weie willing. thould have bern taken: notice of Bf 
my purro 
5 — be fore God, for the multitude of your fingular deviations; and if this had 
ferved, ana fo far as my C | cou! 


Vines, M. Calamy Mi Babe, and 
others >> I can fufter much im ſo good company 


| def yous two famous witneſſes, M. 20 
yo deny aot thar hii was to the full of my al or 
of your A herccited , you taile upon both my witne 


felf here far wimg their » you will haye my 
eelimony 

another. You mi 

more boneſt and pious 

witnefir, were of a different natuse. Bellarmines agaid 

ſtant is not of much 


weighty but Calvins 
It M. Tombes will giv 


much 
djſcredited, as the seftimony 
oppoſie to him; 


Mr. Tombes puts the Infant® 
of Turks sad of that ever 
the fame flate , fo farre as, 

concerns eledion , and 
Covenant of Grace. 


their eye 
— 


r much of your way in your own words, obferving in it more 


fe in this was to bring your own heart to grief ahd: rev: 


perfon odious to none, bur 
d reach,efchewed alfo by all. 

The firft of your falſe criminations thir yeu to 
fpoil all infants of all intereſt in the Covenant of Graze ; for 
this you cry out on me fhame, and many falfhoods: But it is 
eod that you cry out, as elſtwhere, fo in this fame place; the 


proot of 
dashes: Bex For 


in, 
have remembred that adverſaries were of divers kinds, fome 
then others, and che matters wherein they are b to 
teſtimorry againſt Beilarmine, is | 

e no more credit to hem 
„M. Calamy and 


, do witnefle of his te- 
jdecaufe 


you wrote s 


the 


4 


Averſary who oecurted, that theſe who m 

her 28 you ca de- 

Ale from bi — — 

Toe Ada baptiſts 5 Sut when this is paſt from, brougin I more t | 
Of the paring all che childeea of 
Covenant of Grace. Chriftigns out of the Covenant of Grace, as much as the chil- 
| dren of Tierks and Pagans? in the very place of my book ci- 
ted here by you, F of the prime Ana+ 
baprifts, the firft and the moft Our of the very penners of the late confeffion = uſes 9 
any man to back his allegiance with beiter or more abundant proof? and yet to any 
one of my ten paſſages youseply not one Ct. Dos 
but exyreſſely 
is you refer to your Apology, 4 
ben I looked upon cheſe places; 
| — ever you or any Anabaptift did i 
writs | 


write ſuch thingt and you cry out upon all your adverfaries to make athe 
againft you 2 with remorſe for the wrong they had dene in charging 
on you: who would think that fo high aconfidence in denial did im your rea- 
; — 22 ively and clearly, that the Covenant of Grace belong to 
- fome Infants of believers ? Let you or any Anabaptift ſubſcribe this peGtion , and 
it will end the plea. {find a good part of your task is, to mite M. ſarſbal and M. 
 Blaketo be as much deniers of that pofit:ve,as you or the arezbus you will 
not fay chat your ſelf or any Anabaptifts areas mach aff mers t pofition as they. 
You bring teſtimonies from Cyprian and 1 the Iafants of Tur 
and Pagans inthe fam? condition with the Infants of Chriftians, as if both alike 
were under univerfal grace ; but when you fhould (peak out your mind plainly, whe- 
ther you believe that anyChriftian Jafant has any farther right and intereſt in the Co. 
venant of Grace then the Infants. of Turks, you but ſhift and juggles yet it will 
not be with you; for behold I offer out of the two very places your fclf here refer 
to leaving a multitude of other paſſages, not conſequences, which you will hive to 
be M. Mar(bals only off-comt,but direct teftimonies whereby you exclude infints of 
- Chriftians as well as of Turks from all intereſt in the Covenant of Grace. I never al · 
ledged upon you that you excluded all infants from Election and Salvation, but 
granted you made fome infants both to be elected and faved, yer fo that the infants 
of Turks and Pagans were made capable by yeu of theſe bleſſings as well as the in- 
‘fants of Chriſtians for although you granted to the infants of Chriftianéa number of 
advantageous priviledges above theſe who were educated under inſidel parents; yet 
of the Covenant of Grace. From 
this Iprove you exclude Chriftian infants as well as Turks from your own Words in 
the places cited, Examen 32. ¶ Concerning Gods election I am not certain any 
more of the election of a believers infant then an unbelievers; for the covenant or 
promiſe of grace, I know not that God hath made ſuch a covenant to any, much leſſe 
to all the natural {ced of any believing Gentiles L dare not forge fuch grants] Iathu 
fame place after you have made the infants of Pagans and Chtiſtians 


and equally ſubject to election, you exclude them all from the covenant and promi- 
Ay 1 actually believe; in the former words and theſe following [this 
not 


not ground upon any promife of free grace made to the child of a believer aa 
ſuch, ſor fear leſt I incur „ ee promiſe which God doth not keep] 
Secondly, in that fame when you have reckoned out all the priviledges you 
- @an, wherein the infants of believers excell the infants of Turks and Pagans , you 
advance not all theſe priviledges to that height as to bring Chriftian infants at all 
within the covenant of grates you will have them at higheſt to be but in mera potent ia 
to that priviledge, albeit not fo remote from it, a3 Fewifh or Turkifh infints; ia 
thefe words ¶ they are hot only as the Turks children in potentia Logica, or remota, but 
in potentia propinqua to believers, and faved}, Thitdly in that fame place, after ſome 
pages nor very co Tconceive one with another, yon conclude 
gtaph. with a pofiveraffertion , that the promiſe of the covenant of grace belongs 
r e and not at all to their ſeed ; in the words [ that 
Sold hath made a promiſe to be the God of belicyers; and of their feed , I prof, fle 
myighorance of ſuch n promiſe : I read of: a promiſe made to Abrabam , that he 
wotld- pe his Godgand the God :of his ſerd, but I am yet ta feck for that promiſe 
pon ſpeak of to be the God of believers and their feed] Fouchh in the other cita - 
_ HomyApolog, pag. 64. you avow tliat to the infants of believers, there is no promiſe 


made but general, i ite; and conditional ; ſuch is imports not gtace, but other 
* — — — — — — 
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benefits ; and if grace, then but upon the condition and fuppofirion of faith, whereof 
infants are not capabl:s-in thefe words [J [ay,they have promiſes, though general, in- 
definite and condi 3 and J mean by general and indefinite, ſuch as determine 
not the kind of good promiſed, nor the particular perfon, and therefore ate true, if 
erſormed to any in any fort of ood ⁊ and conditional, upon condition of 
Kick and obedience Fifthly 5. in the place ing, you Make the covenant of 
grace and the iſes thereof to be the peculiar treaſure of the vifible Church „ fo 
that they cannot be laid hold on by any who are without che vifible Church: Now 
you make the viſible Church to be defined by. ptoſeſſion of faith , and the members 
thereof to be — » excluding from the Church and memberthip therein all in- 
fants as unable to make profeffion of faith in theſe words, page 65. ¶ Proteſtant 
writers are wont to define the viſible Church, a number of perfons that profefle the 
faith of Chrift; now that which makes the viſible Church, makes each member a vili- 
ble member, and that is 1 conceive infants are neither in the kingdom of 
the devil, nor Gods viſible Kingdom, till they declare by their profeſſion, to whom 
they viſibly belong] Sixthly, you make Baptiſme a Seal of the Covenant of Grace, 
even when rightly adminiftred to profiflors of age, only inal, and not actual, 
but to real believers; fo chat God neither by it aor any other way does ſeal up any 
promiſe of the new covenant to any infant, nor to any wf age who does not actu- 


ally believe; ge and words do not for the time occurre to me. 0 


other Anabaptifts by ten teftimonies of their own, and 
i Ido prove the ſubſequent challenges as wellae this 
cauſe to boaſt of your iminat ions. 
I he ſtarting hole whereby. you thinit to 


k good teaſon, and 
betwint che covenant 


is. MA 
the gle& live long 


from all infants: all intereſt in the covenant of grace : notwichſtanding all who lay 
any ſuch aſſertion upon you, muſt be falſe — I know theſe four moſt grave 
and worthy Divines, and much more my ſelf may well miftake.; but falfe acasfations 
I am ſure are very far from us: J wiſh from 2 thit you ani all your friendsof 
the Anabaptifts would grant to the children of believers any true intereſt im the co- 
venant of grace for fo one of our greateſt controvexſies would be at an end; and a 
moft gladly fhould I lay down all aceuſing of any ef you hereafter for ſuch an error; 
but naked. denials of the aſſertion will not fatishe , nor will election be a good 
' y this time it | my the Anabapti gene- 
parti out oi the covenant of grace, 
is from fa ; you give me five very pus. Divines Eee 
that crime: and though they were all ſilent, I have proved my crimination ont 
Mee of the 4 
deten as you? and yeeare they icin expel 
to exclude all Chriftian infants from covenant of 
wellas: Pagans ? And in this they — | 
thesé. cenets t grace and election. 
How, many ‘covenant works, true childemt 
e€tual call? Tat 
a perſecutor, Manaſſes while an ido}atrous murtherer Warlock ; 
| ban 3 


thee any prac were the under the covenant 


the tubjed& but ob eve of thet 


nied my all 

Tage 


Tombes ſingularity ‘Te your yous an ong | 


alled he 
aid ell — — 


— their elction or reprobation. Tu s isa — 
the — for the words of my chillenge carry 
„„ co ſelecion or reprobation. For a ietle before I had clear 
the-Anabapeifts of this impurationʒ but eſſe words were of your uncertaini 
it lelf, their Nr. in the kingdom 
of Sttan, or the k iagdem oſ God : Aad all that there L all ed you here avow, 
shat infades ate neithi in the vifible Kingdom of God, nor in vilidle kin 
the devil. I confefle inthis you col rect me, that wherein I thought you were uncer- 
tain, you here profi fle great certainty, which is more and worſe chen I alledged | 
on you at 23 here is evil, but your certainty is worſe; and in this 

are Gngular, going — of the Anabaptiſts, and all men elfe.1 know: 
Beal all are wont to take the Church and the world, Wevfiible Kingdom of Ged, and 
whoever is not under the 
does certainly 
evet proſſſed it. 
Howloever, whae I jnrended'to bay to your charge a new tenet beyond other 
und enel albinfants both Chriftian and Pagan, both from the 
pipe years, they declared theis imd condition: all this you — 
As che conlequene¢s of your tenet, that — trol 
never in am viſible Church ; either Catholic or — 
he crimination having put your 
debate of them here were impertineut. 5 


„Tomb iind it your delight — 
to hunt contrarieties and contradictionsꝭ for my felf I cave the leſi 


be aſtin stele Bovardo's, havieg fo much goed compa; 
mes help if neod bo, 10 pa li mn 


traditions. 
Ide firk by a 
having pres 


depry no all 
oft 


How foone is this contradiction falved? are not dverſe univ 
eren with the Syncatagorem — 


may be tor me 


ude them al} df — 
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and deprive them of the promiſes of for want of profi Hon til 
T be third contradiction wherein 


no). 
you de młke me, is, thar I prove ur uncertains 
tie of the ſtate of infants by words which bear your certaintie thercot 07 have looled 
this priſoner before as whully taken by your thifting of my clear formal] wer 
and pucting in for them another — hit you might picke a quatrell, thoug 
here you fall in the pit you made for others, fpeaking; as you will conf:flt , tontrary 
to your felf, for which you have no other faive but to toi tect your book putting in · 
viſible for viſible, which I think indeed you tenden! 
The ſourih oontradiction which you catch, falls on M. Marfball, whom you make 
to ſay that charity obliges us not to conclude certainly of che falvstion of any in- 
fant, and yet to Hy that the falvacion of all the infints of belciveis dying in their in- 
fancy is grounded on Gods fe to be the God of beleivers and of their feed : 
There is here no thadow of any contradiction; the {peaches not being to the fare 
things thou; h neither charitie not veritie oblige us to uctel une the falvation of 
beleivers infants dying in their infancy definitely and in every: particular, yet both 
charitie and verkie obliges us to deter mine it in the indefinite generall; and thus 
farre your owne chatitie will goe withour the haz ird of any era 


— 


—— 
Second Crimination, 


That M. Tombs makes Circumcifion a ſeal of another covenant 
4. Tombs’ jnciaj] Our Second falfe crimination is, that 7 fa make tits. 

While as you truly wake ra ſeal of ſpiritull promiſes; you will 

have me to take up my etimination from M. Marfball his words, for which you mar* 
vell at his impudente, telling me that ont might wonder — man fhould have the 
face to draw you in ſuſpition of ſuch a thing. To Mr. Marſbal indeed you grant fome 
ingenultie in his impudehce: but leaving his ĩimpudente to me, ‘you take away his in- 
genuitie, and in place of it will have me in my one coafcicnce to acknowledge 
traudulency, Anfw, Good M. Tombs,be pleafed at your firſi Iealure, to fcrape & little 
tongue and to ule ſome more civilitie of towards your innocent neigh · 
bcurs. I will not, I dare not returne io you’ railing fot railing. The challenge you 
ſpeak of, I had indeed the firt ground of it from NM. Marjball, bur that I inſiſted upon. 
it our lelf was the only cauſe · M. Marfball backed * aa which he calls a fuf- 

witha of clear at! — four, to er 

pologie you reply not one word; this yCur Hlence when you were called to ſpeak, 

— — 4 to you mort pofitively ; and if Thad not reafon fo ro doe, your felt 

may confidér : for even yet you anſwer not a word to any of M. Aarſpals reatons. 

which cted to you in my citation; enly you avow that you did write ¢he contre 
ry in your exer¢itation this is no anſwer toa proven challenge; for you ke all 
your adverfari:s write frequent contradi@ions;and in the former crimination, I hope 
you may be tonvinced that you h.ve written oft contrary to what you ptoftiie se 


# 
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lache pag. of your exercitation wherete you refer, you 
make circumcifion a ſeale of Godsicovenant with Abraham; 
by circuncifion to be oni but your very firſt ‘confideration upon it is, that the goſ- 
temporal and not {pirt- pell covenant isdiverfe from and not the fame with the co- 
m ide with Abraham, this being not a pure goſ- 
5 vie | covenant but a mixed one · Is it not clearer then that 
you make circumcifion to ſeale not the coyenant of grace, which is a pure goſpell co · 
venant, but another covenant of a diverfe nature from ir, though in it were ſome ſpi- 
ritual promifes , which you call a mist covenant... Secondly, when in that you 
had faid from M. Cameron, thut circumcifion did ſeal the gracious promiſes which were 
in your mixt Covenaat only Secundarii, and the earthly promiſes primario, when M. 
Marſball had given to M.Camerons primiario and Secundario a benigne ſenſe agree. 
able to the authors mind and other writers; ing the words of primo and ſecundo, 
yet doe you to this day fignifie your acquiefcencein this beniguc ſenſe ; and doe you 
— — that circumciſion did ſeal pri- 
mari cheifly nothi earthly and tem promifes, according as your 
the Dutch have it? 
. truly greived that the miicartiage of lome of the ſchollets of 
wronged by.Du- thitexcellent divine M. Cameron ( my mafter of happy memory) 
thouild be fo fire refented by the moſt Reverend M. Bu- muline and 
8 learned w asto fall fo pitifully on his reput ton in 
their late treatiſes: they their beliefof his preſent glory in the heavens ; The 
world who knew hint, cannot but witneſſe to a number of his excellent parts and 
eminent fervicés to the Church againft all fort of advetſaties; his freedeme from and 
oppoſition to his ſchollets deviations, is legible in his printed workesas M. Du-mu- · 
line acknowledges: why then contraty to divine and humane equitie, for the mifde- 
meanour of children ſhould any fall a tearing the face of the dead venerable lg 


I think indeed M. Du · mulins eenſure of the tittle of thoſe thefes de triplici 
and M. Marfhalls of the words of the ſeventie eight thefis in that ſenſe which Mr, 
Zombs. ſeemies itill to take them in, is not unjuſt : Vet it is ſtrange that M. Tombs 
ſhould wine, sa Cameron forthe countenzeing of any thing that may further An- 
22 , ince: he was known all his lifetime to de: been very farre from all 
that could look towards that art, what ever incommodious expreſſion of a word 
_ “might once have fallen from his pen. | | 
: _ Thirdly, in that fame place of your exercitation whether you 
tferre me, you declare your minde by way of doubt, that the 
Felicall, but ra ly legall, though it had andexed to ĩt 
pointed at death of Chriſt. How much 
Auers this from the tenet of the groſſeſt Anabaptifts, that the 
covenant fealed by citcumciſion, notwithſtanding of ſome ev ingelicall appendices, 
pet in its owne y Was a true covenant of works as was chat upon 
natur and abſolutel of — tha 
Mr. Tombs mixt Fourchly, in that ſime place of your exception, albeit by way © 
covenant for the of doubt, yer clearly enough you import it is your minde, that 
incipall parts of the covenant ſealed by circumciſion is ſo farre from being in the 
13 1 no be. One nature of it evangelical], but is fo mucha mixed covenant, 


levers as belei. that it does not at all belong to any beleever as he is a beleever. 
ver. ~ tah | 
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» ocBifthly, in that.fme place you tell us, not by way of doubt bur. 
— bemixed ca. Belong to belecversias beleevers, and fo to none but belecverz. 
venant belonged 
to no infants. 


ſomſealing up no 


earthly and tempora 


7 


That Mr, Tombs denies to Jewiſh infants all intereft in tie 


„ Tour third falfe Crimination is, that I charge you wit h dee. 
. . Yall ve the Jewith infant, ofall righ co che Covsnane of 
grace till they become aCtual beleevers. You fay that I bring 
not a word to prove this my affertion, though I charged fome 
times on all myadverfaries, ſometimes on my principall adverfaries, among whem: 
you will reckon your felf, though I name you not: you fay that you deny what I 
chirge upon you not only exprefily but with abhorrence of it, Exerc. P. 24. Exam. 
p. 1$0. yea that you count it a madneſſe Exam. 2 tog. Anſw. I with truly that ou 
were alſo free of all I charge upon you, as here you fay you areʒbut the way you here ake 1 
do evidence your clearneſſe does not the deed. Bring I not one word to prove my 2 
charge d that which you make the firft three Ctimimations, was put hy me only is 
one article, and all 5 — in four ſhort lines, marked wiih one letter, at which if 


prove all I faid with diverſe teftimonies both of your own pen, and of others 1 
sto this, 


cerning you. All that is brought in the two former challenges be 
which you call the thitd, but by me was made Sit pany ae Uthe firſt. 
ot aot whe abundane proots J hive bromghe 


MO infant isa Dekcyer, to infants €ircumei> 
irituall promiſe, it could fignifie and {eal to tbem no more but : 
privileges, which was all I alleged upon you. 
Pombsftidies bhope by this time it dots appear that the falthood of your fe- 
+9 bide bis mindo. ond Crimination will ſtick to your owne ribbes, except you pull 
it out with better anſwers then here you have brought ; It i$ Mar- 
vellous that you will not Pans jo ſelf of chat which you call a falfe imputation by 
poſuive and clear aſſertions of the contrary truth: will ou affirme clearly without 
| citccumloqutions, that you beleeve circumciſion to have been a ſeal of that covenant 
which not for the mixt and annexed promiſes, but of its owne nature was truly gra- 
cious and lubſtantis liy one wick that covenant which is now ſealed up by baptiline ? 
alfy thar-circumcifion did ſtal up to infants as well as to theſe of age, foriyeneſſe of 
fangs and ſalvation in Chrifts blood ? poſitive aſfirmations to this purpoſe will in a 
M.Tombs mixt covenant few words end all quarrells in this porn : but contume- : 
js ne ther fardws’ naturm lious language, bare denials and references to the places. 
opetum tia, but a Of your former writings, which encreaſe rather then dimi- 
fourth heel ah differ. nitb jealouſies, and import that you maintaine, not only 
ing from all the three. M. Cameron, ĩhree covenants natura, operum, and gratia, 
but alſq à fourth, your mixt covenantꝭ ſpecifically 
from all the three ſormer, wherein to my knowledge you have no man going either 
before or after you ſuch things will never clear you from my allegations. 


a ete fo for this chird be good enough, you may trie when you will in your next eſſay. 
Bor what from 
thepr men of that faction 3 not in tho place you cite, for there it had been im- 
pertinent, but roome, in my fourth chapter of the letters D. E. F. H.. K. 
N what in particular L aſeribe to you, fince you will ranke you ſelf among the princi 
| pall ofthat ſect which I there oppugne, I prove alfo,aibeit not in the place you name, 
been vérpimeproper, bus in Sourth chapter at the letters A, A. where 
properly it falls in. pith ay 
our citation pag. is brought by you in-fick 
he amanmer that ‘it like, jou readily: would have 
reproves inothers., made ourcties of my fraudulencie s you cut out in the begin- 
; en | ꝝning of my words che fitſt feneence,che key and greateft ground 
The truck was, the g my argument t 
fants not doubt of their baprifme,remember- 
ing the fying of Pt water Ge. ] In your répeating of my 
words of Peter expteſly grant your felf, and you repeate negative 
of my of infints from baptiſme on your beleifof their 
91 | nce by you that you: 4 
fm the 99. pee goe to the place, I find that the object 
pour abhorrencie ig not at all ( as here you would make us beleeve )] the 1 
0 you, but a farre other, even the ‘error of the Papiſts, that al a not 
e 242 2 indeed there a word which I like well; you fay 
that you doe not doubt but ele& Infants dying in their infancie are CanGifieds who 
| chink bus it followed froma this, dat you were cettaine and did not doubt 
ae that fome infants in their infancie had all the things fignified by — and fo 
that yon did bug ſome infant might be: bapsized, . whichis the very fare of 
the great queſtion. 
ae The righteft ſtate of For albeit in your Pracurfor, p.41. You taxe M. Baxter & 
* wird the Meifor fe, ftaseme the — * yet ſince you pretend fo 
queſtion is by rhe Bat and formal contradiction of the 
apponems tenct tabe it, 2 particular Affirmative is the formal contraditti- 
af an woiwe: be contrary, but in 
ae art is ih not the conttadictory of an univerſall negative. So while che 
baprifts and yowafirime that no inſants are to be baptized, they contradid you 
coh ing ol, ry, clearly follow 
Whole ſanctifieation or being in the covenaut of grace you are cer-· 
16 ſhould be baptized ; and this minor alſo, Butyouare cer · 
eee at. Icaſt of all eltct ones dy ing in theis infancy: If any will fay thas 


yet prod and 
pon zbhome iuperitidon,amdin the way 


unleſſe by any 


| Jars, yet you will not 


Which without the word, and without alf ordinances are-wrought even 


infants of beleeving 


| 

ſome infants thould be baptized, 

I toreſte yer ſtarting hole, not fe much chat you name here in the 11. pope of 
ype 


Bram. that infants are only capable of grace, and inward grace 
Jenwially, ber not for this diſtinction implyes thar have not 
ur. Tomb makes al ln. TUlyany inherene grace, ‘what ever they mey fayez 

of any grace at all by ordinary meant · 
n This indeed would prove all my as ko- 
been fo happy in 

owne Writings as to referre wayes to ſuch Gages 

the negacivesor if for negatives, that imported rmative. A 
Belide this, your feeond citation comradi@s your fit, in the #4 page of your Ex · 
ercit · when youfay that yeu kaye no doubt not only of the iall in ward grace 
of forme infants, but that you have no doubt of the actuall — of all elect 
infams dying in cbeir inſaneyʒ I hope you will not make miracles and the extraorũ · 
mry workés of the ſpitit ſo frequent as ate elect inſants dying in their inan. 
What ever glace My. Tombs But your true offcome is, that theſe elect infan 


ts are 

s in any infants be makes not none to men; I hat their election, fanGification 

and the covenant is to men as if it were not, 


ible except by an extraordinary 
miracle, I not t tak of the 
fin ification, and being in the covenant of grace of any infant, Few or Gentile, for 


no purpoſe it all? finee you will have theſe things to be ſot no uſe to men, and te 
the Chuch upon their ignorance of the particular, and their inabilitie to deter- 
mr that it pe fan@ified or inthe covenant: for all 
cheir knowledge, ofthe indefinite generall, or chavicable j t of ſome fin 

it the Church to beſtow the of baptiſme upon theft, 
ptifine to be due to all unto whom the former grates do 


M ente eise Beſide all this, what ever true grace, faith or 


t ‘you affirme 


ver tr repentance 
ems ta put faving YOu put in any ele& Chriftian infants dying in their infancy, 
aith and repentance YO put the very fame in Turkifh, Fewifh,and Paganifh infams 
in Turkifh and Jer who die before the yeares of their diſcretion. You would doe 
Ib infants. well here to e æplicate this tenet, that e may conſidex of 
nature of that grace, fan@ification, ‘faith and. repentance, 


mong Tur kes ind Pagans, and che greateſt ignotants and enemies of 


wonld alſo know if yout judgement even of chati le be fo firaite, that what you grant 


to all the ele infants of Turks, Jewes, and Pagans, dying in their infancy (@ very 
to 


ficquchrand ordinary cofe ad you make it not grant to ſome, were it 

one lect inſant of before and actuall beleiving, 

tovexé bis refpon- us belerye, that you axe fo far from denying thet the children of 

item.  neSeinany to doubt it. For all rhis in the very fame page, you 

J grant to me that you did formally 2255 to M. Marfhall that che 

covenant of grace were 
2 
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once to {peak fo clear and diftin& language , that all am 


mbiguities might be laid | 
what you count madneſſe to deny, was not the point ia our controverfie? — 
N thing elſe but that which you call impoffible for men, to write in or | 
from the book of Gods eternal election. This you will have to flind well enough. 
with your denial of the ion in band, chat the infants of belieiving parents are 
within the Covenant of Grace: and with this affirmation alſo that many infants of 
Turkiſb, Fewifh; and Heathenifh parents are within the Covenant of Grace: and 
wich chis alfo, thaeno infant of any belsever is within the Covenant of Grace fo 
far as is poſſible for any man to know without arevelation . Such tutnings and wind: 
ings will never diſpell a falle criminationy 
M. Tombes need. In all the reft of this long Section you fall out in digreffions 
leffe digreſiont. totally impertinent to the crimination in hand: You write of 
many great feates you have done againſt M. Aſarſball, M Geree 
and others; that you have made them renounce their arguments, and no marvel, when 
you maniſeſted that they were but weak, but ſnifting, but ſuper ficial, but itifling, yea 
manifeltly falle, yea moſt manifeſt hereſte: when fuch mes as N. Marfhall and M. 
Geree brar in ſilenee at your hands all theſe contumelies, which moſt eafily they 
could have'retelled, be pleaſod not to take my ſilence hereaſter, or any mans elſe at 
reproaches, for any con victon of the truth of your imputa tions. 
Int part of you: digreſſion which concernes me, is all for one poor word in the 
1325, page of my book, thir] ſaid there, one of my propoſitions Was grounded on 
nature of hs terms; for thit word alone you fet upon my head a Garland of many 
flowers, both of your Rheto ick and Logick; onely to ( I take it) your- 
great and my great ignorance in thefe arts; but when. you have obtained all 
dis, you wil be never the nearer: purpoſe, which fhould here have been in your 
hands, the purging away of your falfe crimina tions 
Mir. Tomber ftentation Lou will have leave to tell me firft , that feldome you 
e Logicl?, for litle ha ve met with a paſſige that has moxe abſurdity in it then 
my forenamed halfe line: This to me is ftrange,fince 
immediately before in M. Marfball (a man far my better) 
you named paflages manifeftly falſe, nd moſt maniſeſt hereſle.] hope you find not in 
my preſent words an ſo high ab ſurdity: But what is the matter? I fer not down 
tit che terms of my propoſitionzlet all this be fo, yet thete is no manifeſt filſiood, 
no mol maniſeſl hereſie in many more and greater Logical inconztuities in a m 
of my age, who e the Logick renne 
Tombes But what may this matter be ? I will be 


1 | udged in it not only 
gitarrel againft the by all the ſchollers in the world, but by M.Tombes himſelf upon 

fecond-Gghry whether in my argument, for the form, there ß 
the true fate of the controverfy 
dwrek- oved by a ormal fyllagy(me in the firft figure in the 
mode Darii thus;Whoever have a good right to the firft Sacrament, of the New Te- 
ſttamen , they ought to be baptized; bur fone infants have a good right ro the firft Sa- 
cement of the New Teſtament. Zrgo, fome infants ought to be baptized, The 
ag Mazur needed no formal probation. only. cleared it ſimple expoſition of its 
minor alone controvertible, I proyed by another formal Syllogiſme in 
Aut fame hgure and fame mode, thus; Whocver have right to the chief es of the 
Nen Teftament, they have right to the firſt Sacrament of the New Teftamént „ if 
the: hath not put fome impediment to theit;parcicipation of chat Sacrament. 
“But fome infants haye right to the chief promifes ot he New Teſlament, and 9 
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has isppediment to their participation of thay Sacrament. Exgo. AST thought 
* Lale to prove the major of my former argument by any formal — — 
I fhew its narurol clearnefie by opcniny in a word the terms of the propotition, the 
chict things in it, ite and attribute: ſo did with che Major of my ſe- 
cond Syllogiſme, ſay ing that the ſtrength of it lay in the. naturc of is terms, v hich 
are not the Syncatagorems, nc t che deretmination of any of the tems, but only the 
ſub je ct and attribute of the propehtion » which here were only the chief promifes of 
the New Teſtament, and the firft Sacrament of the Now Teſtament: I faid the 
ſtrengih of the whole propofition was grqunded on the natine of thele two terms, 
which were the princi parts, the one of the ſubject, the other of che attribute of the 
major propolition, The mater of my argument may be alſa weak, falſe; and here- 
tical, as you can make it appear ʒ bur for any, abluxdity that is in its form, I refer it to 
felt in your after · ihoughts, co give out the ſen tene. 


Tombes But it is indecd the matter of my argument you fick mo ſi 


„on: To ſhey its abſurdity , ycu raife a great doud of pedan- 
iMogical 10 tick ſchool · duſt for — fay it 8 an illogical 
coneeit to call an argument frem the ſign and ſeal of she ching fignified and ſealed, a 
reaſon from the nature Of the term for whereeyer. a reaſon is taken from the nature 
of the terms, there the one term mull be i In, conceptu guiddativa alteriusy 


in ſo ſerious a purpaſe r yet ſince you will to your Lugicks, 1muf remember you, as 
you did M. Marfhall in the ſormer page, to — a new Biconay for the — 


ftand ing of your new way, even in Logick, Jp a propcfition where a Genus is affir · 
med of a Spacies, ot a difference of a Species.» et a propriety of a ſubject, cannot an 
argument be ferchr here proving of the pe m the nature 
the tei as ell ſrom the nature of the Species. and ſub)ect, a3 from the nature of 


ihe genu tadiſſerence and propriety? and yet is either the Species in the definizion 
its Genus y or, of its difference, or is the propriety in the definition of its ſubject? in 
what Univerſity did 9 ever learn ſuch Legick? But leaving this, it you will come to 
our ſe, is not the ſeal and the rhing ſealed, ſuch terms, that the one is in concep 
tu gui —— alterius are they not Relata ſecundum ęſſe ? is it not the very definition 
of ra 
a Relati ye be defined or conceived wit its Correlatiye ? hat ‘you {peak ofthe 
eternity of the chief promiles of the New Tottanenc > and of their being long before 
the time of all.cheis inſtiute ſeales You that muſt needs fer, your ſelſ down in the 
Logick Chair to teach us new Leſſons in that faculty, let us know what this is to the 
pofe ? Is it not ordinary for the ſubject of the relation to be conceived, and to be 


pur 

aQually cxiftent, before the ſubject of the correlation q need yeu be told chat the man 
who is the father, is alwayes Elder then the child be begess „ und that jet the 2 
never prior neither in nature nor time, neither in concegtion nor exiftencg to the ſ 


are you yet to learn the moſt trivial leſſans in Logik The covenantyand proms 
of it are before its feales ; But is it imaginable that thele things were fignified. and 
lealed before their feales were inſtituted ? why thould you, thew, us -yout Logick in 


If, brings me in mind of the ftory which. 
— in Cambridge, ho had the facul 


ty, or rather the diſeaſe, of darkening the plaineft Texts by his expofitions ;, when 


you come at laft to the clear and obvious ſe ae my words, that hoc ver e 


and cannot be conceived without the other. Are theſe meet debates for che like of us | 
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ent in. facie Cccleſia, you 


in your what you aller of unligable 
— 
You fay, that my clean smother ſenſe chen fly und proofs 
L conceived of i bis yo do not eſſay to ſhew, neither could you; for as my 
„ fe mya were clear fret of all ambiguitie , except you of pu- 
pote our ‘on work to invent thems and in ich a ee pec 
en, can belie of eqaivacactoin 
wi t you fay, that the right to the ſeales comes from divine infhicuticin and moe 
krom the nature of che terms, is, as you phrafe it, a very illegical conceit. Are ſubond- 
nates ex cluſiveꝰ It is from divine inſtitut ion that the terms are con che 
Sacrament does ſeal the Covenant, and that the one ot cares the right | 
to the other · Te there not an eſſential connexion both itutive and confecurive 
berwit: Relatun and Correſarum, and aswell and more 


(becaufe mute) brat Specs and Gem, and Propriam? 


‘When e chair, you return to your Theole- 
impertinent in this: place? Think you it fic that 
chief ſexiptural arguments 

am — owing this 
en You eſtron · ſet with your Logick : yon 
tell me finee by the wits, I mean that the promiſes of the Covenant | 


are the things ee I muft' by my Logick pur the ono in 
n I difpute not how Logical this your cofequence is, 
let it paſſe e what is ee ai! che of the New Teftamenr, 

efpecially in their relative nature, 2s things fignified by the Sacrament, thonld be 
amb 2 definition of a Sacrament ) did 4 any define a Sacrament or any figne; 


‘in its definition the t cian ever 
beh mn hen Log 


ye more of your new Logick: The 

nagar th conthide ftom this ? doe 
of God ? or when we ot the of the new Covenant; do we 
and che ſpiritual to ns ofGod ? are theſe notions for any 
pis inchs pext e? Abe by the eft > 


— ft: The &, 


donot ‘conceive in — d this 
Logic Maxime nd well, that the definition 


chr md oft and ‘where the definition is not 
bur you will more exfily 


poffible'fenfe of my very and 
you fay meant that it is the Grit Sactament to be 4 


and teat Promifes of che New Tiftimencs 


of the New Ly! has alfo right to the fitſt Sacrament of 
o not deny it, but in plain terms grants 
f * | not this end the whole queftion ? was there any othe; 
thing tn controveriie betwixt you and me, or berwixt the reformed Churches, an, 
4 
| 
| 
| 
into the then irom ele an aroument to exclude relatives from 
long 
* ; = 


dation a new 


e 
carrybewever againit thus ſenee you bring a ne 
derived. from the che promifts’, and nor 


from 


then this whieh open 


from the promifes to 


nexion betwixt the two ale is our only point whether the right be deri 


this to that, ot from that to this o ram hid to both, is pertinent 
debate ach aby (pecan 

0 to — es OF the get 
after ward appcar preſſe more ſeriouſly this mi 


dangerous dur follow: — 
pcre both in — ou deny exprefly- chat a feal, or, as alſo you 


* 


3 a ſidne or a ſeal can be genus to a ſactement, becaule a Men 


ick and Divinisie alſo is hese? did ever any 
or Divine before you deny Signum to ba 


7. Wbat new L 
— 


— noveltie. 
— facraments. dee not fignis 


fo farse.as you are able 

our promi ods promiſts 
moſſ genuine and moſti comfortable uſe of the — 
chat ſacraments are ſigne not natural but poſitiy e, gu ify ing 


What 


onlyfram divine inſtituiion, none evet did queſtion it; But your inference thae theses 
S between the covenant and the ſeal, between the ſeal and 


ng fealed ſrom the natute of the terme but from divine inſtituti on I told you 
— evill conſoquente; and if it were 
Legickanazime contradicting 


dinata pugnant. 
Lou taxe me for reafoning from the cheife 


firft Ggne, more then from che not cheife 
the rp of che new-teftament I make 
In the ſo me 

of this life : It is Chriſis exprefie 

22 ſuſt kind 


Though in Circuinciſion promilés 
primary, and ſpirituall fecundary 3 yet I beleive in — 
ritual! promiſes ate ſea led and — — 
ſountaincs, and caules 


‘promifes of the the 
to the ſecond figne. 
and fome not cheife : For theſe 


lone are 


or fignuem certificans to be gen 
ho beſore you spate — pe 


is. 

ate builded on this Metaphorey 
AS 3 
brand 


And that of 
| 
panda. wig in the fecond poftérior,as in their intrinfecall worth, 
grant thar 


gens ‘remot 
efi fagillam juſtitia fidei to be 
ou, fignum, ſig illum and Sacramentum, 28 hree true genera eſſencially {uber din 
tothe Ocber?’ Buc I chere may be no worſe in this your — 
pon tell us of yous „chat fo ordinarily in 
are preſſed to be ſoals, and thar ducits and 
you bad need to {peak ont what may be at th 
Neither atm Ileſſe jealous ot your next nc 
fees ſeals, ſo principally Gods promiſes te 
vowe circume ion does not only prino but primarid { 
— 


For preven hecavills Anabiptiſts, in my argument the cheife 
promiſes of the Ney Teſtament, to wit, Cbriſt imlelf, is ſpir it, etetnall life; alfo te- 
miſſion of finnes, ———— the covenant of grace; for the fame cauſe I put in 
the atgument the firſt Saeramentt for after that the Lord had appointed any ſexls of 
his bleiſings, I judged that wheever hid ibe great and maine bleflinss which were fig. 
niſied and fealed, ought not to be excluded from all the feals, 2 2 upon partis 
cular re ilons they m 2 exchuded from ſotme: And if they were admuitted to any, 
the firſt iuitia ung (eal beRoved to be it, efpecially ſince no impediment was pur by 
God in the way of beleivers children, wherefore might not parucipate this S81- 
Whatever rion you quarre! sis is all debate by mein its pros 
perp 
A bit of my debate u bring in here; and labour to throw 
it towards without redfon. Be it fo chat the 
sia weft net cir | ground ofcteumeifion was not ſimply the common right of be- 
leevert co the Covenant 6f Grace, but their right fo modified, 
Lit ae were of the ſtock of Abrabam either naturally or by 
a hundtion 10 — ai le, it does not follow. But now when that modification by di 
vine appointment crales, the common right of-believers to the Covenant may well 


intitle to Baptiſme e drawn from the adminiftration of circumci- 
fion to infants , and t t from that ana logy ſtands firm by divine ap- 


intment, as in my debates uß en the point I clear in its proper place. Ace lchiſedeck, 

2 and Job; were excluded ftom By appointment ; which 
iate that Sacrament to Abrahams family alone, and chofe who were jo 

. alcititious members thereof? this — the condition of Profelites by Gots 


eee of eircumeiſion, Gen. 17. Melchifedeck , Lot, and 


not being in that ‘the righteoutheffe of faith, and the prine 
: of the Covenant, abſol — without the forenamed modification be- 
banged ¢ of the Sacrament , by God his revealed: 
. + Tfallthis your groſſe miſt make my third challenge à falfe cri- 
7 of mination , or thew any fault in my argument pri 
Vvenant to its ſeal, from the chief promiſes 
dio the firlt ſeal; ‘Goon the ‘nature — 
tive to another which thete is a neceſſary connex ion, and ever an Aya 
weds from the ſeal to the promiſes ſealed, let any reader 


* * 


NM. mie: defends cfs for 


491 ane sels 


alledged here 


yt ‘loud cat rie 
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ay falſe accuſation, that I faĩd you gave pow 
Bo er to unbaptixed perſons to baptixe others you 
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aferibing to you that which you 4vow openly is your tener? whether right or wr | 
this is the place of where — is to ſhew that het nothi 
your charge, but what was truly yours. All chat ** here mort is ex fuperabun- 
danti & fupererogatione. It is well then that you have acknowledged this charge in 
terminis, and as in your Pracurfor at large youavow , that private men without all 
ordination, without all Jawful call may go to the Pulpit and preach, may celebrate 
both the Sacraments; fo, here you go further, that men not yet initiate with the firſt 
Sacramens to Chriſtianity, may lawfully and righly baptizeothers. | 
M. Tombes ‘feems to For this ſtrange tenet, you bring two authorities, the 
maintain with Aqui- is Aquinas parte tertia quaſt. 67, art. 3. while you bring 
nas, that Fewes and this teſlimony without any limitation or explicatjon , give 
Turkes may validly Jou us not ground ro ſuppoſe, till you have cleared your ſelf, 
‘baptize: 8 that you embracce Thomas dering in that place, which is, 
i aes ae hat theſe who belong not at all to the Church, neque Sacra- 
mento neque re, even Turks, Fewes, and Pagans, may lawfully baptize? And if this 
be your mind, 45 it out clearly to the world, Your principles and profeffion alſo 
W reſule the only ground which Tuomas has for that his very groſſe tenet, 
the neceſſity of baptiſme for falvation ; ſince, you refuſe the erroneous ground, hom 
can youapprove the exroneous ſuperſtructure? 
Mr. Tembes mif. our other citation from Zanchius makes nothing to your 
applies Zaniehius. cafe; he in that tame place refutes at length what you bring from 
|». gninas; and the cafe which Zanchius propoſes you diſſembled. 
The words immediately preceding your citation, and immediately followi cleat the 
Authours mind, which yeu diſguiſe. This cafe is of a Turk far from all Chriſtians 
converted by God immediately in reading the Goſpel, and converting his family 
and others to the faith, when he has gathered and erected a Church, and is mini- 
fter thereof, whether he aad that Church may create another minifter, a Symmifta 
with him, who when he is a publick miniſter, may,baptize and be baptized. 
Does this look any thing like your caſe ? did theſe extraOrdinary miniſters evet re- 
nounce Infant · baptiſme as a nulliry? did they live in ſuch a Chriftian Nation as Eng- 
land, and cry down the baptiſme of all che land but a handful of ifis? did 
did they refufe to take baptiſme, when eaſily they might have received it them 
they acynowledged truly baptized Chriftians ? and without any neceſſity at all, 
ycn:ure to baptize orhers before they were baptized themſelves? this is your caſe. 
Zanchius queſtion looks not any thing near it. As for your other citations , it is 
needleſſe io look on them, ſince you wow the whole challenge, and as it 


M. Tombes is the firſt Apologiſt for the Anabaptifts of Munfeer, 


As for your fifth falſe Crimination, I did not fay fo much in it as Pag acknow- 
ledge M. Marſball and M Geree had printed before me} to wir, that you fhew- 

ed good will to the Anabaptifts of Munfter , that you were the firſt of our divines | 
who did ſuſpect the overlathing of our Proteſtant Hiftorians concerning them , that 
your comparing of the German Andbaptifts with the old Puritans in England, 
did grieve them, and was extreamly ſcandalous — 2 . Geree wonders and 
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fuch wicked 


marvels at and unhuſt thoughts. I never alledged this 
maintain the of Munſter, bat only that you had 
the men , wh then aay Proteftant divine before you although M, Marfhall 
aud M. Geree had complained of you fadly for it, yet you do it over a in your 
Apology clearly sittatlength, as any who pleaſes to read may fee, And eren in 
your anfwerto me you perfift in the fame way, profeſſing openly thir you fuf- 
— judgement of ſome ie of the relations of the Anabaptifts at Munſter; 
‘importing that as M. Mar balls, M Gerees and my reports of you are but mifres 
ports and palpably unrighceous, if not malicious accuſations; fo you think it might 
veel have been with thofe who accufed the Dutch Anabaprifts. You avow your inten- 
tion to take off the odium which was put on the way of the » by remem. 
bring the horrible fruits which the ſpirit that firft led them in Germany, did bring 
fork ih the eye of all ihe world : you {titi continue to do that which M. AM bal 
prefeffed was his preat grief and extream fcandal from yous even to put — 
the Antiprelatifts and Puritans (as they were called) in 23 Elizabeths dime, not 
only the Separatifts, bur the unconform minifters, you will haye * eaoae with. 
Mackets wickedneſſe, and like to the Anabaptijts of Munfter: yen, 
now fo charitable, as to put upon us allo your tise * 


no leſſe wickedneſſe then the Monafterian 1 * guilty of : 
ke things for their 1 


inly you fear that the P. esbyterians can act hdl 
tthe Anabaprifts did for their Ambaptiſme 
Tou imploy the utmoft of your Lecture for the ertenustion of the Anabaptifts. 
enoctnities , thar the hiftories. of them of Manfter proceeded from them 
enemies the Bifhop and Cannons of that town, or from 1 and ca who 
did but feign tales of chem for their own ends ; yea to fhew further your mind to 
cxcufethefe unhappy men you bring in this very place without any ground at all, 
— ty ofthe Netherlands ; tell uifition of Flanders 
@ hite thieves and robbers to fpoile Kirks and commit 
as was pollible, that their offences impared to the Pro- 
éeftayts of Holland ; from this you infinuare that poſſibly Ae: were not true Anas 
baptifts , bat Em aries from Pope and Fefuits, who ekher of old, ox this day; have 
vented the horrible opinions, and attempted or really practiſed the actions which 
make the Anabaptifts odious, when they themſelves are for truth and reformation. 


This indeed is a pretty invention, for the which, the worſt 8 owe you. 
many 


‘Whit you peak of the Mennonifts , a8 ci them of 
The bof Munfter, and free of all their wayes That even 
the Mennonifts did approve them of Muxfter as che Saints of God, 


notwithſtandi — Nek all aſhne fle and infirmities. I proved alſo the 

Mennonifts, which to * are the beſt of all the Anabaptiſte over (ea , their o 
to teach molt horrible hereſies, and to practiſe moſt mel ſchilwes. 

By Y bat you have. written here and in your Apology , it will to any 

come Nearer un in po 0 
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Ts Sixth Crimination, 


Mr. Tombos inveighes againſt our Reformers firft, laſt for their 
daar oppolition to the Anabaptifts. 
15 there any falfhood in the ſixth Crimination? I ſaid you made invecties againſt the 
fiſt jor oppoſing Anabaptifts. The places I brought from your writings, 
cassied your declaring Luther oy name as pei tinacious in refuſing to Nichole 
Stor le the removeal of all Pedobaptiſme; Alfoagaink Zurick and Ewinglius the mi- 
niſter thereof, for not yeilding to Baltazer Henbner , that peftiferous Anabuptiſt his 
motions, who by his wickedneſſe banithed the reformed Religion out of the City of 
Waldfbut3 and as if it had not been enough to have railed on thefe two, you fall a 
blaming the whole reformed Churches, and particularly the late Reformers of Eug- 
land, who reſuſed at the Anabaptifts defires:to remove Pedobaptifme. If thefe be not 
lufficient invectives againſt our Reformers, you furnith us more both in your Exa- 
men and Apology, T here page 23. you fall a railing on Luther again, for his rehe- 
mency and pertinacy agai iftss and Drelanchton , for his timerouſneſſe 
in not ſidi — — againſt Luther; yea Calvin, 
Z » Hofii „ as if their fate had been 
to 
aprifts 


ander, 
unhappy: for ſticking fo Luther and Calvin, and maintaing fo ſtiffely their 
the Anabaprifts farther tefo mation. If thefe be your milde expref- 
. 


alect of language youmay uſe, when you come to your invectives. 


— 


Seventh Criminarion. 
Mr. Tombes inveighes againſt the Aſſembly at Weftminfter, 


Our ſeventh falſe Crimination is, that I ſaid you ree againft the — 
ar Heſtminſter : For this challenge I brought paſſages from your writings, whi 
hore firſt your ftiling the members of the Aſſembly by the Nickname of Fedubap- 
7 Secondiy, in yeur with you object to theſe Pedobaptifts the members of the 
ſſembly, their great inconftancy that they would ſtick to — — point of 
controverſie. Thirdly, that weaknefle, that one oftheir prime mem- 
— was not to deal with a fhort writing of yours alone, unleſſe 
be had fundry ef the ableſt of the Affembly to help bim in that work: and as if all 
thefe {peeches. had not been diſhonourable enough to the Aſſerubly in their firlt 
priming » you are pleafed here to print them over again with new amplifications. 
ou caſ up to the members of that Affembly , not onely Pedobaptiſme, but their 
Proteus · like unconſlancy therein: In ftating one branch of a queftion, you reckon 
out above ten variations among them: neither are yom contcat ſo to abuſe the other 
members of that Affembly, but you mutt fall upon i weakneffe of their moſt wor- 
thy Prolecutor, by name M. Herle; how emin learned, pious , and modeft E 
man? yca in this very place you muſt print the » the blemishes, the imper- 
unenciks, the riddles of the whele Affembly, If for all this M. Marfball ſay that 
youcaft filth in the fate ofthe Aflzmbly print him: an injaious acount 
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and if I fpeak of your inveighing spainft the Affembly’, I muſt be a falle Cin. 


Tobe Egibth Crimination, os. 
Mr Tombes inveighes againſt the Church of Scorland 


All you did inveigh againft the Church of Scotland; That your words 
which I biaught to prove this challenge, were indeed againſt the Church of Scor- 
Land, chis was my tenſon; The ſubject of them, the managers of juridical excom- 
munication, was true of none within the whole Ile, nor kad been true of any for 
twelve years at leaft, but the Church of Scotland alone; where elſe was the cenſure of 
excommunication executed juridically? That the matter of your ſpeech was thame- 
fully invective , is apparent to any who are not habituated to hear very evill lay. 
guages co ſuch cars — — founds may be pleafant and melodious. Your words 
imported but chefe fall Peccadillo’s ; Firſt, the abufing of a holy ſpiritual Church. 
cenſure, and turning it ince an engine of harme. .Sicondly , the Church of which 
you fpoke, their {paring to exerciic their cenſures upon perfons openly vitious, and 
excommunicating only men diffenting from their opinions, and oppofing of their 
profits. Thirdly, Their irreconcilableneſſe with any who differed from them in 

| nt. Fourthly , Their great favour to vice it ſclf. All theſe crimes laid 
moft innocently on the back ef a National Chu:ch (as 1 rationally conceived they 
were) muſt be taken for no invective j but whoever willalledge fo much, muft be 


printed a falfe Criminator : I doubt if you will have any : men to jpoyn 


| The Ninth Crimination, 


that he was a man fo 
deal with hun in diſpuie, 
A him as fo confufed a difpater, 


is fault, yet that thing 
phin ſenſe, had fo many ambi- 


men in the I fle 
Oracle 10. make odious, I thought injurious and un- 
untrue f 


tidiculous , ha 


— 1 

„ 


| 
Mr. Tombes Invectives againſt Mr. Mar (hall, | 
Vor ninth falfe Crimination concernes M. Narſpall. I (aid you invcighed againſt 
; -& him. U brought for this your own words, wherein you tell tales of M. Adarfbals 
5 ven. to miſtaking, as could not but vex any who had to 
. that you had Sund it fo. Elfewhere you cry out on 
| that you knew not to what purpoſe the manner of his 
‘but tO e his Reader, and to weary his Relpondent: That 
. we had told hins of this, and deſired him 10 
* ich he called his argument, and an argument ofa 
. guitics, was foinform and ſhapeleſſe, that you knew not whether he w ma- 
* ny fyllogifmes, ot ane, nor what was his major, or what his minor propoſition; what 
3 was his major, miner, or middle term. All this {poken ef one of the moft eminent 
Ss finition of ani 
cont«mprible. and been in common ha invectives: If you 
* will have nothing to be an invective but a folemn Ouation hike the Philippicks-of 
Cicero and OF th: Stelit euticł of Nazianzen, he ableſt Oratours 


C77] 
the world in their-daycs ; I fhall then indeed yeild that I charged you wrong wir 
invt Gives in this your ne lenſe; as being tar above that which 1 or any If know’ 
conceived of your abiliiks , though inthemflyes as great as you like to call 
them only that you have put more {cornes, jcarcs, and (coftes upon M. Marſball in 
print, then any man who was not a profeſt Maſter in Robelars School, ever did on 
ary hon ſt man. Ycutell us your ſelf at leagth in your Apology, page $1, &c. from 
M. Mar fhals formal complaints, in ſuch words and pages which you cite, large to the 
number (As I take it) of one and twenty Crimiuations. 5 7 


— 


1m 


The tenth Crim nation 
Mr. Tombes inveighing againſt Mr. Thomas Goodwin. 


Our tenth falfe Crimination is, that I {aid you iaveighed againſt M. Thomas Good- 
win; Ic is good that you give me M. Ma ſhall to be my ſoreman in this com- 
laint, of whom you tell me both here and in your 4 pologie. p. 18. that he did chal · 
enge you ſor going out of your way to vilihe M. Thomas Goodwin : your words ci- 
ted by M. Marfball, and from him by me, vilifying M Goodwin, were that his ar- 
gume nts were but firhilitudes, and conjectures, and deluſions the le here you repeate 
and muintaine, fhe wing that when you e cpected arguments iom M Goodwin, you 
found your felf bet deluded with his canj: Qures nothing to the purpoſ e.. 
My judgement of Lour tetortion on me mends not the matters thauab sy. ſpte- 
M Cotton and dd. ches alſo had been invectiyes, does this hinder ys urs to he of the, 
Goodwin ame kinde ? albcit in the place you cite from me there, is 
but a bare argument againſt M. Goodwin, his expolition: 
the holin: fe of infants, which in the face of the aflembly was profeſſed upon him 
large as faire as there I doe profecute it. age 
"Both in that place and elfewhere I have profeft my difference from M. Goodwin in 
fome hings concerning Church governraent; but for any viliſying oſ the man, my 
heart was (ver farre from it: I have ever eſteemed his parts very excellent ; yea of the 


dent party on this fide of the American ſens, I counted him eve the moſt able 


Indepen 
and eminent ; as on the other fide of theſe feas Reverend M. Corton: My only and 


frequent lamensation about theſe two was and is that fo excellent ſpirits and parts 
fhould hive been imployed in ſurthec ing that wh ch Iconceived on: of the great foun- 
taines of all the pteſent miſeries of this poore Ille. r 
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M. Tombes all his oppofites as Montebankes, 
* 


difgracefull {pea- 


V V Hat fal ſhood is in your eleventh Crimination? I. aid you iaveighed a · 
ga inſt others alſo beſide the men ſore mentioned: It is true you made no 

Philippicks nor Steliseuticks again ft them but unt y 
: ches of the bect of your Oppoſues, yout one words I 1 

pent not) do fufficiently prove. In rhem you regrate 4 

other Anabaptifts, who cleared the po were miſregarded; and all others, 2 4 

Wise 3 


of the allembly of Divines, ot of the Miniftry of London , or anywhere in 
veho were dead of regarded by the people, had all their reputation — ? 
' this, that they were orators, or had the countenance of ſome great men, o¢ 
ſome faétions. You tell us alſo, that the wounds which 


Baptiſme, were ſo 


are upon your 
bours, nthe you doe, you 


k wers you make this the firft, that you 


Lou mind me here of my want of charitie, becauſe I did not {peak with you before 
Iba printed your incivilicie &indifcretion, you living fe neer unto me in the Temple 
at. he time when I wrote my book : truly in this place I did object no incivilitie nor 
indiſtretion to you: Iſaid no mere but that you did flee as high as any civil et 
ben | » which imports your keeping within the ofthe: ordinary. 
Gvilitie and “diftrerion of ‘the partie in thefe challenges whieh there I challenge : 
Where you did live when I wrote my book, I neither did know nor mind; for I had 
never any the leaſt acquaintance with you. What I did print in —— of Ana- 
baptifme concerning you, was no more then what your [elf and very eminent 


Divines had pri e me, which in a publick quarrell importes not the incroach- 
— — 

M. ombes makes Baprifme an unneceſſary Rite. 


of M. Goodwins fimiles , I may truly fay of your Criminati 
ons you ſpinne them out ro a needleſſe length, and multiplie their number 
without cauſe. My fir ſt challenge you divided in three Crimi 


iminations, and here an o- 
cher you divide in other three, as thereafter a third you cut in ſour. I Laid you made 
rite nat only to infants, as you avow, but even to Chritti 
of riper age: I proved this hy threereafonsimhich you divide in ſo many falſe Crimi 
nations. The firſſ was that you tell us of ſundry not bized till their old age, ou 
ol / Conſtantige and others : I ex preſt and 
was this a gti at fault in me to bo noted, that I inſtunced onpeartitulaf of your gene 
tall? wen Dlopk hack en Apoloę I find you name a better cithe 
Conſtantine or Ambyofe ; The Apoſtle Atarrhew whome you think bly was 
never baptized. Who brings us approved ‘examples of ſo many who lived. without 
beptilme, without All what enmen judge but that tohim 


Larts had given to infant that when all 
fed dane cher eebanks, and 
2 never be able to anſwer you, but would only skin over the wounds your bands had 
| made without any reall cure. In all this language was there not ſo much as à com- 
Plant againſt any one man, but only a milde mentioning of the experiment you had 
! OF all your Oppofires ? Surely if you would give ſuch a meaſure to your neighbours 
n in diftributing ef your cenſutes, as you take to your felf, you would not have ſo 
many adverſa arme. That ever Dr. Twaffe does Speak 
| | fof! his om make it not appear. However I hope you 
| will grant ,, Mar es oft me this Crimination, while as you bring — 
in, in your owne Apologie. p 27. avewing that you caſt ſcorne not only upon him- 
ed 5 be offers to bear at your hand, but on the faces of all Diyines ancient and 
m as if they were ignes fatui, ot fo fimple ones as by a fooles fire to be mif- 
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onneceflaty rite ? When you fay that you gave no obation to Confantine hid” 
fe, who will take thit off your hand ? ſinct you n his example not only 
without any fignification of diflike, but alfo as an argument to prove yout one con- 
» dufien. That the examples i bring of the fe who lived without baptiſme are truely 
approved of you, that of the Apoftle Mathew puts it out of all doubtj for I hope the. 
examples of the-Apoft'es admitted of by Chrift ycu willapprove, | 
sty. Toinbs admits did prove alſo that you counted ne an unne- 
perfons unbap tized to the ceſſiry e by this, that you admitted un ptized perſont . 
ply vable in Frequent me, an f. marked in you this 
(és 7 aritie before me, as an itch in you more then Other An · 
ba priſts after novelties and ſingularities of your for 
this you gird him with what languige youlike beſt. As ſor me, When I cite uur 
. prove my alledgance which cven here you dee not deny, becauſe I leave 
out ſome ot yout lines, as diverſe times you doe in citing of my words, for this y 
rell me that I eite yout words as the devil did Chriſts. The words which I omitted 
only for ſhortneſſe, were nothing for my advantage; for immediately before tht place 
Icited, you avow that ſingulat tener, in more groſſe terma then any a you . 
not only a lawfullneſſe and necęſſitie upon eonſeiente th admit unbaptixed 
perſons to the holy table in one cafe, but you will have the Miniſter to finhe if he 
ac mit — — the — three — — now a 
zie very frequent, i inary and frequent unbaptiz ons muſt 
be admitted te the Lords and whl fer ſuch (crupics as you men may 


lawfully live ſtill without baptifme, and while that you j Chri al. 
lowed Mathew to live and die unbaptized, and that Conftantine and others were 
allowable in their needleſſe delay of baptiſme to their old age: while from ſuch rea- 


fonings of yours I did conclude ycur counting baptifmea rite not very neceflaty, I 
hope J thall be found in this not to be fo ridiculous as they who reafonab 4 


Tomb Tbat you will have me partaker with M. Marfball in his ſlie 

inſmuation of your Sotinianifme, truly I did und no fh 
ſerkerr. thing: bat upon this your motion I begun faded to think 

chat as many of your friends among M, 
Saltmartb, from your Antipedobapritine did flide on to the te jecting of all baptifitie, 
yea of all ordinances, towards a full feeking, fo that you in thefe your novelties wert 

ing on fume peice of chat way, to make the uſe of any baptiſme but a thing very 


The Thirteenth Crimination. 


That Mr, Tombes wert on in his Miniftry negl 
A of my arguments to prove your eſteem of baptiſme to be an unne- 
“Acellary rite, was our ſo long negle& of that Sacrament in ybur on perſon that 
that very day you could rot fay you were baptized; for this you give mae what lan- 
guage you thinke fit : you will have me a bold man in judyi br 
you will have me to ex Gods judgment take, 
Won assy at all fot this good language ? nigh : 
peal 
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ſpeak of your of your owne baptiſme, but I meant this not fo much af 
your thoughts and cares of your heart os of your open neglect to practiſe a dutie which 
fhould not have been fecreet but open and fulemne, when men are not afhamed of it, 
What ever inward ſolititude and perplex itie was in your mind about your receiving 
of baptifme, yet what could I or any man elfe think when you avowed openly the 
nullitie of your infant-baprifme, and without receiving of any other bapuſme, 10 
farre as the world knew, went about all the pares of your Minifteriall nites I fup- 
the celebration of baptiſme, and of the Lords ſupper to your flock ? Who ever 
ked upon this your way, could they fay leſſe then that you were careleſſe of your 
owne baptifme?your thoughts and hearty cares I leave to j our felf ; it was your ptac- 
tife that I aimed at 3 and you grant here and elfewhere that you were not baptized, 
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till upon that my r were quickened to think more ferioufly upon chit 
Mr. Tombs » matter. I his my good ee deſerved not io much 
birrerneſſe. tv. l languige, not anly againft me, but for my occaſion, 2g inſi 


all theſe of my mind, the brethren of London who knew 

better then I, to whom you object want of all charity towards you, yea, as you love 
to fpeake in your dialect, exceſſiye impiety againſt you t you tell the world that they 
had ſhewed little, yra, no «under regard ot you, but ſet themſelves to make you odious, 
to kecpe you under. in your credit and eſtate, and to hinder you in the work of the 
miniftry of the Gofpel. He much yon are in the wrong unto your bretbren, their 
rr. in your ewne Apologie, will clear to any intel. 
ligent Reader. 


in 


Mr. Tambes ſo farre a Separatiſt that he counts itlawfull to live 
___ Without membet in any particular congregation, 
PAO prove your want of baptifme at the tine when I wrote , ſuppoſing from your 
3 rn were then no Separatift, I uſed this as . 
vou were baptized, it 
pught you could not be baptized in any of them, except you had been willing to 
àt you ſtood to your one declarations ef your unwillingneſſe to 3 
congregation, and fo to live in a ſeparate congregation: all the Anabaptiſts congse 
gations were engaged in ſo high a degree of Separation, that they refufed communion 
ever with the Independents and Sepaiarifts elves who Could not remitt theit 
infant baptiſme : I muſt here alſo be a falie accuſet, though all that I intended to fay, | 
vou grant expreſſy, chat however now you think other wayes, yet then when | wrote, 
you were not either for gichering of ſeparate congregations, nor for memberfhipin 
any Of them; fo long as that was your mind, you could not be baptized in any ſepa- 
8 nor could they be willing to give yeu, or yon io receive from 
youtell of your will eſſe to communicate occaſionally with 
any Anaba it Church, and yet nat to be a fixed member in any of them; -alio 
ol heir willingneſſe to baptize you on ſuch coaditions as you name, had need to be 
more cleared; for it ſeems to import firſt, that you beleeve that you may be a mem- 
ber ofthe Church unirerſall and yet Church though 
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on FF 


von ſo that your want of baptiſme and your living out of all poses 
— bat the 


muy whole challenge proved without thie citation; and the whole paſſage 
. that ſermon, doe ye not full avowe it as truth? yea, ſince 


‘thar they are all apt to receive falſe reports, and to pub 
faces of their brethren: that their forward 


J 
ta she eee and might joyné with them 

—2 would. Secondly; J hat the feven / ift Chavis why are clear enough 
for no admitting of any of the Independents or Separatifts who will not receive a 
new baptiſme, yet were all of them ready to receive you as a member and to baptine 
Churches did 
proceed from noughr elſe but your one freewill. Thirdly, Anabaptifts are 
the moft clear Separatiſts in the worlds for they feparate from the ifts. them- 
ſelves and all Churches in the world wherein infant · baptiſme is ized : Sothat 
your joy ning now with them, and taking baptiſme from them declares the change of 

ut mind from that I cited before of your unwillingneſſe to joyne with S iſts. 
Firedneſſe or unhxedneffe makes nothing to the poynt of meraberthip it fetf: anal. 
fuppofe that all who can joyne witha 1 congregation as a member thercof, can 
allo upon occafion, be a gatherer ofa ſeparite congtegation, | 


he The Fifteenth Crimination, 


YO lee is hit you maintaine the lawfulnelfe of 


I rebaptix tion. Was this any Calumny ? r very place, 
he beſt a 
n and refuted: this alone had been enough to have demou~ 
ſtrated your clear inelination to goe beyond the Anabaptiſts to a rebaptization, For 
it groundleſſe and eſſe, but he ulcs to ing © 
tenet ? But yon went further then all this; yeu brought diverſe reaſons fer th con · 
trary, even for rebaptixation, three at leaſt; you reaſon not only for rebaptiꝝ ing 
once, but fo oft as we heare the word, as we are ſanctified, as we are mortiſied, yea, 
as we repent for ſinne. This I faid was enough for any Hemerobaprization and more. 
get a here avow all this? and yet my objection of rebaptization to you 
I fai in my text was i dy | was 4 ci 0 
you me miinformed I was told 
that the ſertuon which here you fay is M. Cradacks had been yours, and this is all the 
mifinformation I remember you findin my whole book: But how unconſiderable a 
cirumftance is this that you fheul upon it 
you maintain the lawfulneſſe 
(che neceſſitie was never alledged upon you) to be baptized ſo oft as we bear the 
word or repent, go you not far beyond all was cited from that Sermonꝭ the lawfulneſſs 


of rebaptixation, ten, twenty, or an hundred times, though you may think it convenient 
to be bapttzed but once.For this one miſiake, into how bitter & {currilous language 


break you out, not upon me alone, but upon the whole generation of Presbyterians? 
ith them upon any who dif 
anergy to find fome filth to throw on the 

to miſreport, diſreport, diſcovers much 
evill affect ion in their ſpitits; that they are grown factious 3 that the Presbyrerian 
pixie will. run in undue courſes as well as the een Spirit ; that they take 


ſent fromithem, 
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90 
faierate men to dopbe of the truth of which’ hitherto has-been reported ef 
Anabaptifts that for this behaviour , godly men are very unwilling to tome 
under verument · M. Tamber, if on fo poor an occaſion of one citcumſtan- 
Mordecai , your “heart ferves you to pour out on che 
whole nation of che Jcwes, ſuch a huge ſpet of opprobt ies, i i too like you have with- 


* 


Me many bape tothe 


Ou make mea fell for faying bat yor maintain 

it Lawhead for pesfons: vo parsidipare of che Lords — bee bat 
here and before you acknow —— e the certain truth of all Talledge: onely here 

‘fail out upon veproofs M. Marfhall and me, lauge feven times, for nd 
ſrult at all. not all ghedimitations you propoſed in 
chat your opinion 3 and chat we anfwered nut the reaſuns you for it 3 was 
chere ery need ſor us 20 have done-cithar of theſe M. Afar did but by the 
wiy tell ‘you uf your itch after new opinions, and macked chi t ſor one, that ydu ad: 
— 2 him to take confiderts 
non Of cholt frequent cafes you named for chat new and ahſurd practice? And when © 
by way of marraciom of about u, 
me to anbwer che reafons which are brought by adverſaries of that mar: 
my nugumentative att. Jou mey be 
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dayne: falb our prevaticors, but 
an, cahting your dans.ar the fave op poſires, M. 

au 'Weftminfler the Prelates, the Independents! 
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lvdxo snake your way more fin- 
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builded, you pervert them all. (abhaugh 


time is 


Eraſtiani ſmo, 
alledge upon them. If I mae both theſe good upon you thill I be it 
minatet ? and both theſe are very evident 


fk Judicato- 


„ You make the two main points of Era ani N 
Bit a mixed Presbytery o — and 


thie but rather for it. Are you 
cleiaftick Courts. Ya dec — any divine right for Elders to be ruling officers in the 


ſtiek Court in ‘the Cuche ? Though you; — 1 in a prudential way, that fome may 
meet to upon offences, yet ou them when fo met authe- 


Mr. themes: 


againft ar excom~ Evaftian I know: 
„will have no in the world, nor 
to have no chief of Scripture w — 


as Iconceive) in a very poot and — 
to 1 upon no 


Mr. Tombes 
mit the M. 


Way.as 


that 


others, which J 


not in the Old, exercife the mix 


niſterial ſunction, if his leiſure from other 
bien Secondly; That Ecclefiaftica t diſtinct from the civil, is not onely 
che eable to the wordof God. 3 
is the height of which the enemies of the Erafians did 


in your writings. Pracurf. Page 
in Pulpits to ios Miniſters 
Miniſters, and fo io any Magiftrate i b And you take away the feat 
of Uzziab’s plague,and give power to — beſide Miniftersto — both the Sae 
—— not only Baptiſme, but even the Lords Supper, without ſo much as the 
bare nce of any inifters, That ever any Fuaſtian fian few thus high, I. do not 


For the “the unlawfalnefie of any Beclefiaftick go- 
— from the Ciwil; Beſide, thar no Church · go · 


whole sant 


sTINW 


| 


or, ate you for the divine right.of any Recleſia · 


ires can permit 


vernment is lawful, which is not inſtituted "by Chrift , youayow. 


as unlawfull, all Church-govtrnmeng by way of citation and cen 
— 
— againft hereß d and 


* 


ry offender to be done every Chriftion 
t all in any qudicatoty i? did ever any Eraftian in the point of Eiders go further 2 
was Eraſtus againſt the lawfulnefie of lome of the peoples ſitting with minifters b 
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Tomb denies the power of Sufpention 
Holy Ta ble. 2 


but the four initanees I ibrought to prove one and the fag 
dlurge, even the ſeventeenth Crimination, which now having made good, 
what hat yer inch yu will ave Gull go 


chat no ſcindalous om the Lads 


Table. proved this denying of — the Lords T 
you ſay, you 


of ſome; and you exprefly granting me exclufion for 

1 Anfwer; In 8 page you deny deny chat moral uncleanneſſe and fcandalous 

e ee. ifices, and that x from the facrifices for le- 


eanneſſe was no perions-from the Ta- 


uncl 
Take fox Chr | 
emergent ſcandals: you and 

| wer to convent any caufe. ‘Though to-every,. 
li ll pow and to the whole Church you give liberty to abſlain from familiar 

2 with known inceftuous people; yet fince you deny that there is any ſuch 
as ſuſpenſion from the communion , or any ſuch thing as any Chriftian Ju. 

dicarory whi Abo eg Pemba any ſentence for any cauſe againſt any man; who 

may not conclude thar you will have none ſuſpen 


ded from the holy table for any 
merick Abſtention 


| vented abftinence of all Chriftians from ons: flagi 
the Lords Table. tie ‘tious creatures, fince you admit no Ecclefiafti 
offender, to try or pronounce of any per- 


do convent 


. 


The Nineteentb Crimination, 


Me Tombes abolithes all ¢ excommunication... 


N80 e all Il. Yeu do not only doubt but are clear and plain; unt che 
which not o of the reformed Churches , of che Peil, 
Frtlaticahz 1 Anabaptiſt ick. or any other known ay; call cxcommuni- 

cation, has no warrant in the word of God ; as for that your (himerick; excommus 
- nication which your ſelf has invented, and which no other this day on earth 1 know, : 
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dehies all Ectlefiattick Jurifdiction ‘and 


Church on will have me twentieth time calumniator for 

places of your Apology , ſidce in this‘ ver) pl ce you fy clearly that al- 

ledged. It is n citeumftances about execution of Chrifts ordets, whighiptudence — 
oughe indeed to order, that were controverted, but the thing it ſelf of juridicalgo- 
vernment yo vou wil exprcficly that ever Chrift did appoint any ſuch thing’ in 
his Church: no goverment appointed but only doGrinal by counfel; 
will any of che 1 ptifts congregations take this off your hands , | 
preach or print againiha all the'dilcipline which they exerciſe among 
which tLey "beleive Chriſt has appointed for all Chriftian Churches? 


| 
* 


— 


ftus his 1 fay nothing agrinft Eraftus perion , on! all that you 
— 10 church, can truly fay for it, comes thore, Tapes of 
of Arminius, Pelagius, Montanus, „ whofe 
them in propagating their errors. Thi — uch 
as cin be faid of him: was yet an exceeding ub inſtrument n 
co right difcipline in many Churches’ of old: te, to the great hurt of tHe 
you who are his follower ſhould i, yer (o evidene the ge~ 
divines that need fay of that — 
The Twenty one eren. 
‘puts che g 
Stee, wholly on the gifrare. . 


lad that your laſt calumny , Pid you laid the 
405 ch on the Magiftrate only ; you deny that you ſpoke a word of that mat- 
ter: yet in the very place you expreſſe the devolving of jucildiion from the Ma- 
25 _. giftrace upon the N Shall the Magiftrate devolve’ on others what belonge 
23 not to himfelf? do you not in that place of your N deny all divine inſtitu- 
tion of any Chunk go ‘goyernment ? make you not the Ind and Preabyte- 
rian goretu ment; both ofthemto be only of Inveighyou.not 
againit the Church for executing of cenfures gee tity iflenters in opinion? de- 
clare you not even here for the generality of all Hereticks and Se@zries * ata whom any 
Church ufes to excommunicate, as the moſt conſcientious and righe-hearred poe 
fiy you not that the Magiſtrate in juftice thould deprive the Churches of dne er of: 
cenfure, which Chriſt has not g iven them , and but abuſe to wicked ends ? a 


re he of fcandals, the onely would feem to leave to the Churches, 
ile —— places I cite, when she 


not them all even of chis 
8 even this part of juriſdiction, it ig . they 
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provi ‘de feandals hen the Church would do. Whit — dna 


do you te 
thera aches aboliſh, or hang ofithe May 28 goin 
— it then the could? and ev em Magi rate 


uled 


his “prt that the Church has 
and fo fis 4 151 all attempt any fuch t h you write to this 
enfe clearly, isthe utmoſt Tine of Erajtidnifame (as your {elf grant) yes for 


aftia 
selling youofic, I be Rigmasized the ang and ewensicth time a cal 
nougbt but plain and, 
ling will yen net your mibd in o in ‘pelgive 
Church wishous the arp of berowo. Ecckefiaſtick power, may 
— — your Owy Wil and easy to 
ck be, kale x0. jud judge an Gas the 


1 cenfures. with conference or 


‘Ww 


sid 22 4 
Tauben Hew way — belduelk. 
A 41 ib? Mey 
ic net enough that you ade me and. went / 
of your’ 2 for what is this 


nam of ou when there ſo nny 
new ways Us, you thought meet to make a hotch · potch of many of them toge - 
ther t Is there any have you not indeed raken way, wherein 


‘fo farre as I kang you h hex angeceflornor lower? 
iM. Tombes ne Von will be Presbyter , you will be nert 


of thedeyen Chur- 
es does go; you atéthirdly a and fourthly, you 
are fo far a Socinian as td ies not only the power o ee but of celebrating 


both Sactaments privase Ita £0 per fons. not chis.a hosche 
porch of many peculiar ta your wherein as 1 thipk you 
as for theſe iu enꝭy per erlons Which; you ive fer 
+ lo you 


‘Tombs ald man’, J. need tote’ proof of K 
— ret you Raue tried t ftrengeh 


1 Ga Calamy, NM. Vines, M. Ru- 


M. Blake, M. Ey, The 
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20 Hen wren 10 ol d iy ved 
Me, Tombes his dip ping. 
duvet his to twenty and thied calumnys 
mer w ‘indeed you had not delard 
meet 10 de tr to the full;:herein you 
wich M. Baxter, und in this * — 
| find you vun out into many extrava ga ncies hich did nüt you befoset 


It isl: Ee before all the Treatiſes you have in hand ſinll come to the % 
thall augment che mumber of your eerdts above: abt nut aslyer c 
new you you vent ſome nim errum; the o 
As for your teſbimonies an ative mul- 
citude3 fe conectns not miedo anſweor pldeit ut ne ſer che mot 
them make evidently againſt your Ainabapriftick ay of dipping, 
break in one task of chers; learned und pase Mi Banger: is: yoaked wish you in 


thar queftion ; before-you anéwer-all hi ats 
dilingaged your imall Jou gow a th 


0 


ind yoy 1 


15 51. * 2418 ue: 
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iwi. 


M. Tembes need Ti well youure-at laſt come to a a 
lee wiſe. of the fame nature with the reſt of your writing, bitier and 

_ injurious: you fay that no Writer, va ot Proteſtant, did 

erer in fo fmall a compaſſe as one page in vereng fo ray ay In ſo 
many nam · «tow falle 1 T have 
unc cleared. t for acolleGion{@ ſhoxt, that it did 80 well 


near of om page ig QUP'tespathered clearly out of a mans own writings, all which 

he verifies in his review in a new Writing; fo loud, boiſterous, and large a clamour 
was (ver made by any Anabaptift Independent  Eraftian or any Scctary of whatlo- 

e vet name, 
What 

according tO%™py calling God and men, and my dires 

errand and implement in he Place then I lived in. If you 

take it to have flowed from my hatred to 8 our perſon, you are miflaken in this aa in 

many things elfe, Oft I have pitied, but 


dlwayest will not 


‘yours and mens errors, was 


did never hate erroneous perſons, what- © 
ever was my Gion to errors or etroneous writings : they are — 
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Sento wholeWeisings affected, 2 aur 
even . Pracurſ. 5. 83. 
you wich ſome others d invite and my colleagues 
not here to — The Ciy in feveral 
enpanies molt courteoufly * invite ren me, and 
re, eee ol them to our Table ; but this was N 
Bence ſot an us to enümine one anothers doctrise. Though ence 
and at a table with you, yet truly I remember not 
the faceg bt fad I ever occain to know where you dwelt: and t 
lected a page oi your printed errors, whieh before me, your ntar and (chool- friends, 
Ceres and DoGor Holmes, and other reverend divines your gcod -acquaincance 
you 
4 again anddoi 
all who areagaintt y Arg baptifine,co. no more to it, 
and beginning : that all your work may and homogenedus 5 but 
you delervé beter hea, then it becomes me wo [peak Bi 
n dur Way te 
dite in yous face soyou: may. take whatever 
way yon thirik expedient. have given: you here ſuch ſatisfaction as I could, and 
L humility fu my part to my fupetiours te 
—— will chuſe within the Ifle, or 
Proceftant Churches 


logies be ofanother kind, then any 


bare made 
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